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the navigation of that river is at all practicable; 
and whether it is seriously contemplated to make 
an actual communication by means of this canal 
for the passage of gunboats to the lakes; whether, 
in other words, the immense expenditure of money 
upon a canal for this purpose would not be an en- 
tire waste, unless the channet of the Mississippi 
river is also deepened to admit the passage of boats 
of the size contempiated to the mouth of the Illi- 
nois river? 

Mr. Speaker, it is not my custom, as this House 
is well aware, to take much if any part in the gen- 
eral debate upon this floor, and only the magni- 
tude of this scheme of interna! improvement to 
be accomplished at this time by the General Gov- 
ernment, induces {ne even to interpose to ask a 
question. It is a measare against the principles 
of which my party has been firmly set for the last 
thirty years, indeed ever since it has been in ex- 
istence; and | cannot heip expressing my entire 
disapprobation of the whole scheme. It looks at 


i 


this time, at this period of our nation’s history, to i 
the expenditure of untold millions of money. But | 


this will doubtless secure its passage through this 
bedy. Every measure calculated to involve large 
expenditures of money, meets with the patronage 
and favor of the other side of the House. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Will the gentleman permit me 
to make a single remark? 
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Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. My colleague will 
permit me to make an explanation. The answer 
of my colleague has been hypothetical as to what 
in his opinion might be in a certain condition of 
things. 
tion of fact. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
league’s question. 

Mr. DAWES sought the floor. 

Mr. VOORHEES. | do not yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. | have often sought 


I will answer my col- 
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I asked my colleague to reply toa ques- | 


| 
| 
j 
| 


this floor in vain myself, and hold it now only for |, 


x few minutes through the kindness of my col- || 


league, (Mr. Houman.j] {£ understand my col- 
league’s question now to be what products of the 
Mississippi valley would now seek the Gulf of 
Mexico. If he wants me to answer the question 
without any hypothesis, all lean say is that none 
will seek it now, because we cannot communicate 
with the Gulf of Mexico. They will go to New 


hands. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. My colleague, I pre- 
sume, very well knows that l refer to a period 
when the navigation of the Mississippi was open. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I supposed so when the 
question was first propounded, and endeavored to 
answeraccordingly. | have only thisin addition 
to say, in reply to the remarks of the geutleman 


Mr. VOORHEES. No, sir; 1 hold the floor i from New York, the chairman of the Military 


by the courtesy of my colleague, and I decline to |} Commitiee, [Mr. Oxi. ] 


extend to a gentleman on that side of the House 
a courtesy which has never been extended to me, 
but which bas been very often refused. Gentle- 
men over there have failed to learn that a mem- 
ber of the minority has any rights. 
Mr. ARNOLD. 1 merely wished to say 
Mr. VOORHEES. 1 decline to yield until I 





have finished my remarks, unless | am out of or- | 


der. Am I out of order, Mr. Speaker? If 1 am, 
of course it will be promptly so decided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Courax in 
the chair.) The gentleman is not out of order 
thus far. 

MraVOORHEES. I may say,so faras I have 
any right to speak for any portion of the great 
West, that we, for the present at least, in our 
present condition of finance, are satisfied with the 
channels of communication which the Almighty 
has created for us. We shail be satisfied to be in 
oa of the channel of the Mississippi river. 
tis better than any of your canals. ou can- 
not compete with what the Almighty has done in 
that valley. And you cannot turn back the course 
of trade; you can no more turn back the current 
of the trade of that broad and fertile agricultural 
region against its natural tendencies to the Gulf 
of Mexico, than you can turn the waters of its 
great river backward toward its source. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Will my colleague 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will yield to my colleague 
from the La Fayette district. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I ask my colleague 
what proportion of the products ef Indiana goes 
down the Mississippi river, and what proportion 
goes eastward, to New York? 

Mr. VOORHEES. | will answer the question 
with great pleasure. All the commodities that we 
have to exchange for the articles which we pur- 
chase from Europe would go down there to seek 
an exct ,» if our trade was once more estab- 
lished om thin river. If for no other reason, this 
would be the case by reason of the exorbitant 
price that we pay on our freights going north and 
east on railroads which are mostly controlled by 
New York and New England, who have taken 
advantage of our troubles to charge us nearly the 
entire value of our products for carrying them to 
market. We would also avoid ile with the 


Eastforanother reason. Its Representatives here, 
with the aid, [ regret to sny, of some western men, 
have also taken advantage of our.condition to lay 
a tariff apon us that makes us pay tribute by our 
laber to the factories of New England. Itmakes us 
‘poor to make them rich.- Ldenounce it as a naked 


| 


| 
| 
| 


It has been argued by 
him at length that this canal is to be an additional 
bond tv connect New England and the Atiantic 
coast to the West. Sir, we need no other bonds 
than those of justice, liberality, and right. If New 
England will do right she will find us a pleasant 
neighbor; if.she does wrong she will find us no 
neighbor atall, Weare notto be bound, norare the 
ties to be strengthened between us and New Eng- 
land and the Atlantic coast, by taking our money 


| and expending it in grand schemes of internal im- 


provementin which her interests and not ours are 
consulted. No such scheme as this now before 
the House is necessary for our prosperity. Aud 
let me tell the gentleman that this Government 
cannot be bound together by any such material 
bonds; by any such adventurous schemes. We 
can live together by obeying the Constitufion and 
laws of the country, and doing right one to an- 
other. The West has no antagonism towards the 
East. She seeks none; she wants none. But when 
gentlemen come here and ask us to be bound by 
taxing our people perhaps hundreds of millions 
of dollars to cut a ditch in the State of Llinois, 
and when, in addition to that, they impose upon 
usa tariff policy and other odious, unconstitu- 
tional measures of taxation which are eating out 
our substance, Jet me tell them the fire that burns 
the cord will not sooner sever that to which it is 
touched than will the West sever any such bonds 
asthese. There is nothing in the argument at all. 

| have been betrayed into saying more than | 
expected; but | look upon this as one of a number 
of vast, stupendous schemes which the other side 
<n House seeks to carry outat atime when we 

ve no money to waste, and when we have no 
taxes to expend for any such purpose. The bill 
is merely for the benefit of a local interest, at the 
expense of the entire body-politic. I learned my 
Democracy, at least, in a different school from 
this, and my Democracy upon that point I look 
upon as true statesmanship. For this reason | 


| shall vote against this measure, and | now renew 


my question to the genleman from Illinois, ar 
Arnoxp,] in order to expose at least a part of this 
scheme, whether the Mississippi river, from the 
mouth of the Hlinois to St. Louis, is navigable ex- 
cept for the smallest class of boats for but a small 
portion of the year? 

Mr. ARNOLD. lask the gentleman from Indi- 
ana to permit ine for a moment to reply to the in- 
terrogatory of his colleague, [Mr. Doagmane. 

Mr. HOLMAN 


For a moment. 


- Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Speaker, | do not under- 


stand the fact to be that for any very considerable 
portion of the year the Mississip)i river is not 
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nois. On the contrary, it is nearly always navi- 
gable for the largest aon of river steamers, and 
a very slight improvement will make it navigable 
at all times. 

Now, sir, | appreciate all the gentleman from 
Indiana has said about the importance to the great 
Northwest of the mouth of the Mississippi. I 
agree with him in the hope and belief that at an 
early day the course of that river will be in our 
uninterrupted possession. But this bill proposes to 
create another mouth to that great Father of Wa- 
ters—that grand river which rises ina laud where 
water never thaws aud runs to a tand where wa- 
ter never freezes—this bill proposes to make an- 
other mouth for that great river, and that mouth 
at the city of New York. And all the importance 


| which every statesman of to-day attaches to that 


great river in its power for holding this nation to- 


|| gether, will apply with the same degree of force 
| im regard to this measure, if it shall be adopted, 
York, because they must go there or ret on our || 


With that accomplished, the Mississippi, rising 


:, at the far north, and having one mouth at the einty 


of New Orleans and the other at the city of New 


| York, the destinies of this Republic are one for- 
; ever. This consideration, that the effeet of this 


bill will be to reunite our country forever, is with 
me a strong consideration in favor of this bill, 
however it may affect the action of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I ask that the 
gentleman from lodiana will yield to me for a mo- 


; ment, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Fora single moment. 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire to reply 


| to the question propounded by the gentleman from 
| Indiana in relation to the depth of the water in 
|| the Mississippi river between the mouth of the 
| Hlinow river and St. Louis. Since he made the 
| suggestion | have conversed with gentlemen fa- 


miliar with that river for the last tea years, and 


|| who know exactly what is its condition. ‘They 


suy,and | believe the fact, that with very few and 


| slight exceptions, there have been six feet of wa- 


ter in that channel for the last ten years. They 
say further, that asa general thing there is much 
more water in that channel. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE, Letme make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from Llinois. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE, Will the gentleman tell 
me how long our gunboats, after they were ready 
for sailing at St. Louis, were detained there for 
want of water in the river? How long, last fall, 
had they to wait before they could get down the 
river from St. Louis? 

Mr? KELLOGG, of Illinois. | do not know. 
I never heard it questioned before that below St. 
Louis there were not six feet of water in the chan- 
vel of the Mississippi river. 

Mr.DAWES. I will say a few words, with the 
permission of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Houman.} I am sorry, sir, that the Mississippi 
river is not more of a stream. The gentleman 
from Indiana, (Mr, Vooruers,|) who was not 
willing to be corrected, will allow me to say that 
| was perfectly astonished that a gentleman of his 
high distinction would do what nobody else would 
do—acknowledge himself to be a man so abso- 
lutely ignorant of statistics. He said that the 
ebannel of the Mississippi river, as given to them 
by God in its magnificence and glory, was greater 
than any channels which could be broughtforward, 
and that they were determined to have that chan- 
nel as it was made; that we could notcompete with 
it. He said that it wes the best means for pouring 
out the grain of the West. The gentleman atated 
that in the face of the statistics, when the river 
has been open to within the last two years, which 
show that forty-nine fiftieths of all of the grain of 
the West that ever touched tide-water has gone 
eastward rather than down the Mississippi river. 
W ith all of its glory, with all of its magnificence, 
it does not compete with the channel towards the 
East, when it takes only one fifueth of the prod- 
uce. Aud that produce has been struggling with 
all of the difficuluies which the gentleman from 
ludiana bas stated so propefly as having incum- 
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bored it, in the rate of freight, exorbitant charges, | 
and other burdens, This is the only possible way 
to reiieve it from those burdens. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. How does the gentleman 
estimate that amount? Does he only take that 


which has gone down the Mississippi river for || 


the purpose of exportation to a foreign market? 

Mr. DAWES. I mean that which goes over. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. That is only one fiftieth 

art that goes down that river. 

Mr. DAWES. One word more, and I am 
through. I want to say that [ shall vote for the 
bill notwithstanding what the gentleman from 
lndtana has anid, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I cannot yield fora speech. 

Mr. DAWES. One word more, and I am done. 
I want to suggest to the gentleman from Indiana 


that we hold our position in this Union upon no | 


condition whatever. - Weare not to take our faith 


from anybody. We are notto ask him upon what | 
terms we are to remainin the Union. We do not | 


acknowledge that we are to remain in it by un- 


puritanizing ourselves, I defy the gentleman to | 


a ertbe the terms upon which we are in the 


Jiuton, whatever may have been the difficulties | 


heretofore. 

Mr. DIVEN. lI call the gentleman from Mas- 
sachasetts to order. His remarks have no con- 
nection with this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Weare tenants in common in 
every battle-field of this Union. We have incor- 
poreal hereditaments. 

Mr. DIVEN. I call the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to order. 


Pie SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of 


the genteeman from Massachusetts are not perti- 
nent to the bill before the House; but as the de- 
bate has been allewed to others the Chair will in- 
dulge the gentleman from Massachusetts. The 
Clair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. DAWES. We have incorporeal rights. 
We have our rights in the mouth of the Missis- 
vippi river which cannot be partitioned. And, sir, 
the bones of our sons are sleeping with the bones 
of his constituents, and they will not be separated 
until that great day when they will all be called to 
account, 

I will not undertake to detain the House on this 
great national measure. The gentleman may cher- 
isht what political opinions he pleases. I do not 
ask him to surrender them. All these complaints 
about New Engtand have been ground into impal- 


pable powder thirty years ago in the other end of 


the Capitol before the assembled multitude of this 
nation, and | defy the gentleman from Indiana, 
with all of his skill, to galvanize them into life 
again. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to make an apology 
for the gentleman from Massachusetts. I am as- 
sociated with him on a committee where his con- 
duct is characterized with more amiability than it 
has been to-day. The bad temper which he has 
exhibited was drawn out by nothing I hafe said; 
and | have no doubt that he will be ashamed of it 
to-morrow, as [am sure his friends have been of 
it to-day. 


Mr. DAWES. It is the normal condition of 


the gentleman that he is not aware that he has 
said anything offensive. 
Mr. HOLMAN, I call the gentleman to order. 





| 
| 





Mr. VOORHEES. If this be a specimen of 


New England good manners—— 
Mr. DAWES. It is sufficient for the occasion. 


sion. 
Mr. DAWES. There are certain men who, as 


the Bible says, you must answer according to 


their folly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There is no man better ac- 
quainied with folly than the gentleman from Mas- 
suchusetts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, so long as the 
discussion between gentlemen tended to throw an 
light on the main question, | was glad to have it 
continue; for, sir, it is not for the purpose of 
making a speech that I rise on this occasion. I 
am aware that the gentleman from Massachusetts 


(Mr. Dawes} only utters the sentiment of an | 


honest and patriotic heart when he speaks the en- 
thusiastic words which have just fallen from his 
lips. My colleague (Mr. Voonuees] and heare 
nut the less devoted to their country because they 
divide intensely on the measures of its policy. 
Permit me to say, sir, that I trust in God thatday 


| 
Mr. VOORHEES. Not for any proper occa-* 
| 


| fields contain the honored dust of the Revolution, 


|| secret or otherwise, which proposes to disunite 
| the northwestern States from other States still 


E CO 











will never come when the great Northwest, with 
its grand and hopeful prospects of the future, will 
be separated from that portion of the Union whose 


and whose monuments perpetuate the fame of he- 
roes and statesmen whose memory is even now 
the best treasure of the Republic; and it is, sir, 
because { would perpetuate the union of the States 
still loyal to the nation, and preserve at least the 
ardent hope of seeing reunited the bleeding frag- 
ments of our once glorious Union upon the old 
policy and foundations on which they so long 
stood in safety, that I rise, sir, to protest against 
the passage of this bill—a measure, in my judg- 
ment, full of danger to the future of the country. 

I will not discuss in the spiritof my friend from 
Massachusetts the claims of patriotism of the sev- 
eral States; but I say to that gentleman, and I say 
to this House, there must be even-handed justice 
in the administration of the affairs of this nation, 
if we expect the integrity of the Union to be pre- 
served. It is not by establishing artificial chan- 
nels of trace and by brilliant yet partial systems 
of national improvement, but itis by even-handed 
justice between the various sections of the Union 
that Massachusetts, with all her glorious memo- 
ries clustering around her, the middle States, with 
their wonderful development, and the great States 
which have sprung up in the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi and now compete with them in the giant 
race of progress, shall! be through all time united 
together. ie I believed, sir, that the passage of 
this measure would tend to knit these States more 
firmly together, | should regard that as an unan- 
swerable argument in favor of the appropriation 
of these vast sums of money sought now to be taken 
from the public Treasury. But I do not believe 
it. This scheme is not for the Union, and I was 
surprised at the opening remarks of the gentleman 
from Illinois, (Mr. Arnoxp,] the other day, when 
he entertained the House by a very able discus- 
sion of this subject, and presented in the most 
favorable light all the arguments which can be 

resented in favor of this appropriation of money. 
b undereneed him to say that there existed in the 
Northwestan organized effort to sull further deep- 
en the national misfortunes by separating the 
States of the Northwest from the Northeast; not 
to divide, but, more unfortunate still if it wert 
rvossible, to disintegrate the nation and tear itinto 
Lideding fragments. 

I must be permitted to call that statement in 
question. It is possible, but I do not think it is 
probable. Ido not believe that there is any such 
movement on foot, or that there is any society, 


loyal to this Confederacy. The loyal Northwest 
harbors no such brood of conspirators. But I say 
to him that in bringing forward this measure for 
uniting the Mississippi with the lakes, and thence 
with the head-waters of the Hudson through the 
New York canals, under the pretense of uniting 
this Union more firmly, he excites a dangerous 
suspicion that it is by agencies like these, instead 
of by patriotism and fraternal affection and good 
will, that this nation is to be united. He would 
unite the nation by the strong manacles of trade 
and capital, not by the stronger ties of patriotism 
and national justice. Sir, it has not been by such 
artificial bonds that the country has been united 
during the last eighty years, but rather by paigi 
otism and justice and honor—equal justice to all 
the States, favoritism to none. Can we safel 
reverse the old policy at such a time as this? x 
few States favored by a policy which excites ran- 
cor and bitterness in others! 

This measure, in its partiality, in the injustice 
it works to some sections of the Union, in its un- 
timely draft upon the public Treasury—every dol- 
lar of which is now needed for other and more 
ee emergencies, in arraying State against 

tate in the interests of trade and commerce, will 
tend more to destroy the friendly relations of dif- 
ferent sections of the Union than anything which 
has happened in the lifetime of the Republic. 
Does not the gentleman know that there are great 
States occupying central positions and swaying 
vast influences, like Pennsylvania, Ohio, and In- 
diana, and I should add Kentucky, and others, 
both North and South, which regard this meas- 
ure as directly intended to impair their just rights 
by changing the natural channels of commerce, 
and that too by a policy which makes them con- 
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tribute to their own destruction, and building up 
the interests of particular States by overthrowing 
others, and at the same time crushing down t\¢ 
public credit, now so feeble as to demand the 
whole resources of the nation, and concert and 
union and harmony among the men everywhere 
who are loyal to the Government of their fathers ? 

I have before me, sir, some resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of the great State of Ohio, and 
1 desire, as an indication of the public sentiment 
of that State, and an indication of their sense of 
the impropriety of this measure, to have these 
resolutions reported at the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

** Whereas, large expenditures of money will be required 
for the payment of the currentexpenses of the General Goy. 
ernment, and the prosecution of the war in putting down 
rebellion ; and whereas, bills have lately been introduced in 
the Congress of the United States, contemplating the cx 
penditure ofa fabulous sum of money for the construction of 
a ship canal in the State of [llinois, and for the enlargement 
of the canals in the State of New York; and whervas, the 
true policy of the Government, in times like the present, 
should be to confine its expenditures strictly to its absolute 
necessities, and to suspend all prop®ed improvements, and 
other enterprises that are not immediately necessary in the 
prosecution of the war: Therefore, 

** Be it resolved hy the Senate and House of Representa. 
tives of the State of Ohio, That we do hereby earnestly and 
solemyly protest against the proposed ship canal in the State 
of Illinois, and the enlargemeut of the canals in the State 
of New York, or any other expenditure of money not ab- 
solutely necessary for the maintenance of the Genera! Goy- 
ernment and a vigorous prosecution of the war against re- 
bellion. 

* Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be, and are 
hereby, instructed, and our Representatives requested, to 
use all their power and influence against the passage of any 
law looking to projects of internal improvements which are 
not immediately necessary for a vigorous prosecution of the 
war to a successful conclusion. 

** Resolved, That the Governor is hereby requested to 
transmit a copy of this preamble and resolutions to each of 
our Senators and Representaiives in Congress, with a re- 
quest that a copy of the same be laid before their respective 
Llouses.”’ 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire to in- 
quire of the gentleman from Indiana whether those 
resolutions passed the General Assembly or the 
Senate of the State of Ohio? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They passed the House of 
Representatives of that State with only seventeen 
dissenting voices, and the Senate with only one 
dissenting voice; and I suggest, sir, that the una- 
nimity of the representatives of that great State 
ought to challenge the earnest consideration of 
gentlemen who are pressing this measure to a final 
consummation, and the pledge of millions of the 
public treasure. 

Resolutions substantially the same as these, as 
1 am informed, were passed by the Legislature of 
the gallant and loyal State of Indiana with similar 
unanimity. I undertake to say, sir, that no meas- 
ure has been before Congress for years past, in 
reference to which in those two States there has 
been such unanimity of opinion; first, because the 
condition of the national finances and the public 
credit does not admit of this expenditure; and, 
secondly, because the measure is not intended to 
promote any great national purpose, but to sub- 
serve sectional and local ends and to become 
magnificent scheme of public plunder. I warn 
gentlemen against this sectional animosity and 
bitterness which this measure is calculated to pro- 
duce. Beneficial it may be to the State of Illinois, 
for that State has fur years past considered this 
an important measure, calculated to advance her 
local interests; beneficial it may be to the State 
of New York, for this scheme carries out the whole 
system of canals, which has commanded the vig)- 
lant attention and employed the resources of tha! 
State since the days of Clinton. Illinois and New 
York would prosper at the expense of their sister 
States and of the public credit, and that, too, on 
the miserable pretense of providing for the na- 
tional defense. ; 

If the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Arwoxp,] !" 
the remarks | have already referred to, intended 
to intimate that this new channel of trade, tend- 
ing, not to the Gulf, bat to the sea-board at New 
York and Boston, would satisfy the Northwest 
in being deprived of the free navigation of the 
Mississippi river, or that, upon any condition or 
contingency, the a of the Northwest would 
be willing, in view of these facilities for reaching 
the sea-board by way of the northern lakes, ‘© 
abandon their control of the Mississippi river, 
hitherto their source of life wees or if the 
gentlemen from New York and New England 
entertain such a belief, he and they, sir, 
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under a@ most terrible and dangerous delusion. 


. i} 
The North west will never, never consent to such |) 


a result. 


and when gentlemen propose to reconcile the 
Northwest to an abandonment of its great natural 
thoroughfare by creating these artificial channels 
of communication, they misapprehend the spirit 
and temper of the entire valley of the Mississippi. 
Sir, the prosperity and power of the Northwest 
are indissolubly united with the free navigation of 
the Mississippt river. Itis a right we never can 
or will abandon, The fertile fields of the West 
can never find another outlet for their products 
without being rendered sterile by the grinding 
avarice of the capitalists who will control these 
artificial channels. With such channels only the 
increased price of our products only increases the 
cost of transportation. Sixty millions annually 
will not compensate the Northwest for the em- 
bargo on her trade with theGulf, Have New York 
and New England suffered thus from the war? 
Mr. ARNOLD. The gentleman from Indiana 
expressed very strongly—and [ concur fully with 
him in that expression—the determination of the 
West to hold the Mississippi at all hazards, and 
under all circumstances, ever, under ay cir- 
cumstances, will we abandon the mouth of the 
Mississippi, and he could not have understood 
me as expressing any other sentiment. No, sir; 
the people of the Northwest will never surrender 


the mouths of that river; and itis because of the | 


very strength of the tie by which the Mississippi 
holds the Union together that I wish to see an- 
other Mississippi starting from St. Paul and run- 
ning to New York and Boston; and when that 
shall be accomplished, we shall hear members 
everywhere upon the line of that great water- 
course expressing the same sentiments of devo- 
tion to the whole Union which the gentleman has 
so eloquently expressed to-day. When this work 
shall have been accomplished by enlarging these 
canals, no effort of any sectional or local party 
will ever succeed in separating one section of our 
glorious Union from the other; but it will all, 
Eastand West, North and South, be held together 
by bonds which no traitor will ever be able to 
sever, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Itis pretended, Mr. Speaker | 


—for it isa only pretense—that these-canals are 
necessary for national defense, for introducing 
vessels of war from the Mississippi and the Hud- 
son to the lakes. F believe that the gentleman 
from Illinois, (Mr. Arnoxp,] ardently as he has 
supported this measure, would shrink from the 
idea of taking from the nation at this time millions 
of treasure for,the purpose of opening this new 


channel for commercial purposes only. | have heard | 


no gentleman dare to advocate that. The ami- 
able gentleman who stands at the head of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, [Mr. Oxtn,] has not 
dared openlyand plainly to advocate these ap- 
propriations upon the ground that they are neces- 
sary for a convenient increase of the commercial 
channels of the country. Military necessity is the 
ground upon which these appropriations are 
sought. Sir, when the gentleman denounced, with 
80 much bitterness and illiberality, a report made 
to this House by one of its standing committees— 
a committee having upon it at least two members 
from his own State—when he represented the re- 
port of that committee as a tissue of falsehood 
and misrepresentation, it seemed to me strange 
that the main idea of that very report should be 
embodied in the report of his own committee, 
upon which this measure is sought to be forced 
through Congress. I find that the report sub- 
mitted to Congress on the 20th of Februray, 1862, 
by Hon. F. B. Blair, jr., then chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, embodies the 
leading idea of the report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. OLIN. 1 wish to say that the gentleman 
has, undoubted y-unintentionally, misstated what 
isaid. I did not use the term “ falsehood.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then the gentleman used the 
term ** misrepresentation”’ or * misstatement.’”? It 
8 & mere question of words, The idea conveyed 
is exactly the same. Now, I find that the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs made the following report 
in regard to the necessity of these works for na- 
tonal defense. Speaking of the defense of the 
northern lakes, the report says: 


The Northwest will hold that river to | 
the Gulf at every sacrifice of life and treasure; 





i! : 
| able for ship-building, and in nearty all the ports are bulld- 
ers and ship-carpenters, and in many engine and machine | 


shops capable of furnishing large-sized engines of all kinds 
required for the propulsion of vessels. ‘l'o these sources 


| 
} 


| we have mainly to look in case of a war for the means of | 


providing those naval forces required for the protection of | 
| our commerce and the shores of these inland waters.”’ 


That is the very idea that is carried out all 
through the report of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, that you cannot look to these artificial 
channels—the New York canals and the proposed 
canal from the Mississippi river to Lake Michi- 
gan—for the purpose of furnishing defense for the 
northern lakes in the event of a war with Great 
Britain or any other maritime Power, but that you 
must rely on the resources and materials upon 
the borders of those lakes. 

I have read with a great deal of care all the re- 
ports upon this subject; and [ say that a fairer, 
abler, or more impartial report, has not been made 
to the present Congress than the one of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs upon this very subject. 
I will read their conclusions: 

Tn view of the foregoing considerations, the committee 
are of the opinion— 

“First. That ‘the cheapest, most expeditious, and rell- 
able mode of placing war vessels upon Lake Ontario and 
the other great jakes, should 1 necessity for doing so at any 


time arise,’ is to launch them in the first place upon those 
waters. 


“Second. That it is not necessary, nor is it expedient, 
for the purpose aforesaid, to establish water communica- 
tions, adapted to the passage of vessels of war, from other 
waters to the lakes.’’ 

Thus, sir, according to the report of at least 
one of the standing committees of this House—an 
impartial committee, not organized for or against 
this scheme—we are to look to the northern lakes 
themselves as possessing the necessary resources 


upon which we must rely for our defense in case | 


of a war with any naval Power upon the great 
inland seas of the North. 

Referring to the past history of our country 
upon this subject, we find that in the war of 1812, 
when our Navy amounted to almost nothing, and 
when England had invaded those waters, we were 
not only prepared to meet her there, but in the 
course of a very short time, by the agencies, and 
facilities, and materials which the lakes them- 
selves furnished, we were able to drive Great 
Britain dishonored from the face of those northern 
waters. I find the following statement in the re- 
port of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and it is 
from one of the standard histories of the country: 

Throughout the year 1812 both countries were amazed 
to discover that on the ocean, where it was said not a sail 
was to be spread but by English permission, the American 
marine, both commercial and military, suffered less injury 


and inflicted more than that of Great Britain. British char- 


acter by sea sunk as low and as fast as American character 
arose. 


** By the heroism of a young man, Oliver Hazard Perry, 
of Rhode Island, the tide of American success was at once 
turned from ebb to flood. Without a spar when he began 
to cope with a commanding British squadron on Lake Erie, 
Perry raised a fleet trom the surrounding forests, and in a 
single summer, extinguished forever the power of Great 
Britain on the American lakes,” 


And now, when those lakes are covered with 
strong vessels engaged in the lake commerce, 
which could be converted almost at once into ves- 
sels of war—our commercial navy being as four 
to one of that of Great Britain on those lakes— 
we are told that it is only by taking gunboats from 
the Mississippi and Hudson rivers through a canal 
into the northern lakes that we can resist the vast 
and overwhelming power of Great Britain. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I would ask the gentleman 
whether he really thinks there is anybody in fa- 
vor of this bill? He seems to be arguing it with 
earnestness and zeal. I had not supposed that 
there was anybody in favor of this bill. I would 
like to know his opinion upon that point. Itstrikes 
me that the expenses of this war will be quite as 


much as this Government or this people can bear | 
without going into this enterprise. | wish to know || 


whether the gentleman is merely making a speech: 
for effect or whether he really supposes that the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Oxm,] or any 
other gentleman here, is in earnest in urging the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have heard the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania imperfectly. I say, however, 
that if it were not for the pertinacity with which 
this measure is pressed; if it were not for the ap- 

rance of a large lobby element about this Cap- 
itol; if it were not that for days and weeks and, 
I might almost say, for months and months, ex- 


“The shores of these lakes are covered with timber suit- |! traerdinary means have Leen resorted to to secure 
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| the passage of this bill, [should say, with the gen- 


Ueman f@%m Pennsylvania, that when the nation 


is groaning under taxation and its very life at stake 
and its credit trembling to its fall, a measure like 


this, proposing an appropriation for commercial 
wurposes of from sixteen to forty-five million dol- 
ars, was the extreme of folly and madness, 

I trust the gentleman from Pennsylvania is cor- 
rect. But! believe it is determined that this bil] 
shall pass, and another page of reckless and vie- 
ionary legislation added to our history. 

Mr. McPHERSON., Lask the gentleman from 
Indiana to yield to me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should have been very glad 


| to yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Has the gentle- 
man from Indiana concluded his remarks ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I object to interruption. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I d8 not propose 
to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. F. A.CONKLING. Will the gentleman 

ield to me? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The Chair is un- 


able to ascertain whether the gentleman from In- 


diana has concluded or not. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Lhavenot. I was proposing 


| to yield, with unusual good nature, to the gentle- 


(| bill. 
| mates of the cost of the work, but gotten up for 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


i 


| 


| 





| 
} 


| 


i 


} 





| 


| man from New York,(Mr. F. A. Conguine,) 


but objection is made. Lama little surprised, Mr. 
Speaker, at the restiveness of my friend from Iili- 
nois [Mr. Kexztoge] on this subject. I hold in 
my hand, sir,a report made by Colonel J. D. 
Webster, who I find was detailed, as was said by 
the chairman of the Military Committee, for the 
purpose of making estimates of the cost of this 
work on the Illinois canal. There are some ver 

extraordinary things about these estimates. 1 
look at the estimates made and reported to this 
House by the War Committee, and I find 

Mr. McPHERSON. Not the War Committee 
as now organized. | wish the gentleman to make 
that qualification. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I find that the estimates for 
the completion of the Lilinois canal showed the 
cost to be $13,346,824; and I find, also, that when 
this Colonel J. D. Webster, the officer of so much 
skill and intelligence in engineering, is called upon 
to perform the task of making his estimates of the 
expense of this work, he singularly and strangely 
enough figures out exactly the same sum, without 





| the slightest variation, How did that report come 


to be made? Who authorized this Colonel J. D. 
Webster to leave the military service of the coun- 
try for the purpose of making this investigation ? 
Not Congress; for, although this gentleman was 
so detailed while this measure was pending before 
Congress, not even the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Arnnocp] proposed thata commission should 
be created for the purpose of preparing estimates 
of the cost of this work. But it would seem that 
the President or the Secretary of War assumed 
the responsibility of detailing this officer to make 
these estimates, and to urge on Congress the adop- 
tion of this scheme by the report which I hold in 
my hand. 

vow, Mr. Speaker, it is manifest to everybody 
that these estimates have been got up for the pur- 
pose of securing, if possible, the passage of this 
They are net fair, genuine, bona fide esti- 


the occasion. The very fact that two sets of en- 
gineers, both in the interest of the enterprise, ar- 
rive at precisely the same result without the vari- 
ation of a dollar, shows the combination. This 
Colonel J. D. Webster, a citizen of Illinois, I be- 
lieve, the agent of the President and Secretary of 
War—not the agent of Congress which had this 
measure pending before it - -who has been abandon- 
ing service in the field and coming here to make 
an argument in favor of the passage of this bill to 


| create new commercial channels and promote the 


local interests of Illinois, adopts exactly the same 
estimates that were made by (we other gentlemen, 
whose interesta are probably largely involved in 
the expenditure of these $13,000,000, being, as 
they are, the secretary and engineer of the Illi- 
nois and Michigancanal. He says that hie found 
the data which they had used, from an examin- 
ation of whieh, with full information as to their 
sources, he was perfectly satisfied that, for the 
purpose of his report, no further survey was ue- 
cessary. Certainly! a 
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But why, sir, isthe President of . United 
States moving in this matter? What has the Sec- 
retary of War to do with it? But, as the report 
shows, it was made at the request of the Presi- 
dent, and yet the bill was pending before Con- 
gress, not the Executive. This same engineer, 


speaking of the availability of this canal as a war | 


measure, and referring to Commodore Porter, 


says that there are over fifty vessels belonging to 
the Government which, with a draught of six feet, 
can pass through this canal as proposed to be 
enlarged to the northern lakes. Why, do notgen- 
tlemen know that there is scarcely one vessel, 
however insignificant, in the naval service that 


does not draw more than six feet of water even || p. m.,) adjourned. 
without her armament? And if they would, of |) —_—_—_ 


what value would be such vessels for lake nav- 
igation? Not one of the Benton class of vessels 
‘an be iaken from the Mississippi river to Lake 
Michigan, ifshere be notacana! possessing greater 
capacity than that provided for in the bill before 
the House, and not, at any rate, during one half 
of the year. .l am compelled to reach ‘the con- 
clausion—the very conclusion arrived at by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs—that these works 
ure not intended for military purposes, and are 
not intended to enable us to cope with the power 
of Great Britain. That nation has no canals 
through which large vessels of war, such as might 
cross the ocean, can be transported to the lakes. 
No vessel of the tonnage of the Monitor can pass 
through the Canadian canals. There is no pos- 


sibility of Great Britain being able to make use | 


of her great navy on the northern lakes, by bring- 


ing her vessels across the ocean and through the || 
Welland and othercanals. Noone truly believes || 


she would ever attempt it. And besides, as the 
Committee on Naval Affairs very properly sug- 


gests, the very canal through which the vessels | 


must pass, lying within twenty miles of our bor- 
der, could be destroyed and rendered entirely un- 
available for any such purpose in a single day. 

Now, sir, lL ask to have read at the Clerk’s desk 
& paragraph from the report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, which contains the pith ofthis whole 
matter, and justly censures the attempt to play 
upon the supposed fear and timidity of the nation 
to force forward enterprises for local purposes and 
individual aggrandizement. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“Tn any view of the case that can be taken, the commit- 
tee are of opinion that no serious apprehension need be en- 
tertained that in case of hostilities with Great Britain she 
‘can pour into the Inkes such a fleet of gunboats and other 
craft as will give her the complete and immediate command 
of these waters.’ The suggestion of such an occurrence 
originated with the London Times, a year ago, in a gasecon- 
ading article which has since furnished the staple for many 
essays and speeches. It may well be doubted whether 
practica) men, lere or in Canada, have at any time regarded 
the echeme as worthy of grave discussion; and it is feared 
that it bas been used as a mask for designs purely commer- 
celal, and having really nothing to de with any military ne- 
cessity, actual or fancied.” 


Mr. BROWN, of Virginia. Will the gentleman 
from Indiana yield for a motion to take a recess 
till seven o’clock? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection; though 
1 should be giad to conclude what I have to say 
on this bill. I have buta few additional remarks 
to make. 

Mr. WASHBURNE., I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion could 
only be entertained by unanimous consent. 

Mr.OLIN. I request to have a short paragraph 
read from the first page of the same report in con- 
nection with what the gentleman from fndiand has 


just had read. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Lobject. Until this thing 
ean become mutual, it cannot be at all. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I rise to a question of order. 


. L see that there are a number of strangers on the 


floor conversing so loud that I cannot hear what 
1s being oald by members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Doorkeeper 
will see that the rule reapecting strangers on the 
floor is carried out. 

Mr. PORTER. Will the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Houman] yield to a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Oh, no! 

Mr.HOLMAN. Yes; I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PORTER. I move that the House do now 
adjourn, 

r. WI IFFE. Can I make a stion? 

The SPEA pro . Only by unani- 


fous consent. 


| 


' 
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| 


| 
| 
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There was no objection. 

| Mr. WICKLIFFE. I only wish to say that 
the gentleman who represents Utah, who has not 

occupied a moment of the time of the House this 

| session, desires to speak thisevening, and I hope 

| he will be indulged. 

| Mr. WASHBURNE called for tellers on the 

| adjournment. 

| "Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WasuburNe 

and Jounson were appointed. 





| ayes 66, noes 54. 
| So the motion was agreed to, and the House 
| thereupon (at twenty minutes past four o'clock, 





IN SENATE. 
Satourpay, February 7, 1863. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SunpeRLanp. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


DISTRICT BUSINESS. 


Mr. GRIMES. _ I move that on Monday, at 
half past iwelve o’clock, the Senate proceed to 
devote an hour and a half to the consideration of 

| business relating to the District of Columbia. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I object; because it is un- 
derstood that at one o’clock on Monday we shal! 
take up the bank bill, and we wish to pass it. It 
is a matter of great importance. I hope the Sen- 
| ator will take a day that will not interfere with 
| that. I have postponed calling up that bill this 
| week at the suggestion of other Senators, so as 
| 
} 
| 








to give them an opportunity to dispose of other 
business. 

Mr.GRIMES. The House of Representatives 
have fixed Wednesday for the consideration of 
business relating to the District of Columbia, and 
it is necessary that we should attend to the busi- 
ness of this body in relation to the District before 
that day shall arrive. 

Several Senators. Why not go on to-day? 


JOBE. 


The House divided; and the tellers reported— | 


February 7, 


|| potential, ruling the Committee on Finance and 
i the Senate, too, are agreed to allow us to have an 
| hour and a halfon Monday, lam content, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 do not wish to be under. 
stood as agreeing to any such thing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘There is no mo. 
tion before the Senate; the reception of petitions 
is now in order. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. COWAN presented the petition of Wij- 
liam Cornell Jewett, praying for the admission 
of the Territory of Colorado as a State into the 
Union; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. HARRIS presented two memorials of mer- 
chants and bankers in New York, praying that 









| legal tender notes may be made receivable for 
| mittee on Finance. 

| Mr. LANE, of Kansas, presented resolutions 
of the Legislature of Kansas in favor of an ap- 
propriation for the survey of the public lands in 
that State; which were referred to the Committee 
on P@blic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
} The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 





| 
| 
' 
l| customs duties; which were referred to the Com- 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
i 


} 


|| ate a letter of the Secretary of the Interior recom- 
|| mending an increase of $25,000 in the appropria- 
|| tion asked for in the regular estimates for the sur- 
|| veys of the public lands in Kansas and elsewhere; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 
The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
| Senate a message from the President of the United 
} States, communicating, in answer to a resolution 
|| of the Senate of the Sth instant, information rela- 
|| tive to the death of General Ward, a citizen of the 
'| United States in the service of the Chinese Gov- 
i ernment; which was ordered to lie on the table and 


Mr.GRIMES. I am willing, if the Senate will | be printed. 
| consent. I only ask foran hourand a half, com- ! REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
mencing at half past twelve o’clock on Monday, 1 Mr. DOOLITTLE. from the Committee on 
' . , - 


and if we do not get through in that time with our 
bills I shall not ask for any further time then. I 
think none of the bilis, with one exception, will 
| involve any controversy. 

| Mr. SHERMAN. Why not go on with them 
| now? 

Mr.SUMNER. Give us five minutes for morn- 
ing business first. 

Mr. GRIMES. I withdraw my motion, with 
| the understanding thatat half past twelve o’clock 
| to-day we shall proceed with District of Columbia 
| business. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. The Missouri bill is set 
| for to-day; and | hope it will be disposed of. 
| Mr.GRIMES. Then I do not withdraw my 

motion. 
| ‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
| Iowa moves to postpone all prior orders, for the 
| purpose of submitting a motion that Monday next, 
| at half past twelve o'clock, be specially signed for 

business relating to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that will be granted. 
| Tt is very reasonable. 

| Mr. FESSENDEN.. I would prefer that the 
Senator should name Tuesday. I desire to take 
| uP the finance bill on Monday morning; and I 
| think we can pass it on that day. 
Mr.GRIMES. I stated, while the back of the 
| Senator from Maine was turned, that the House 
of Representatives had agreed to devote Wednes- 
| day to the consideration of business relating to the 


| District of Columbia. Wé want to os our bills” 


and have them engrossed, and sent there, so as to 
be ready for them to consider on that day. 

|. Mr, FESSENDEN. That can be accomplished 
| by passing them on Tuesday. 

Mr. GRIMES. Provided there were none of 
them very long; but we have six of these bills in 
| our charge. They are of very little consequence; 
, but I will agree, if we cannot get through in an 

hour and a half, to abandon the field to the Sen- 
| ators from Maine and Ohio. 

Mr. CLARK. I submit to the Senator from 
Iowa whether it is not sufficient to give his notice 
that he wants that time between this and Wed- 
peeeny, and f dare say the Senate will give it to 

im, 

Mr. GRIMES. If the gentlemen whe are so 








|| Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the memo- 


rial of Margaret L. Stevens, widow and admin- 
| istratrix of the late Brigadier General Isaac I. 





Stevens, praying compensation for extra services 
performed by her husband as superintendent of 
on affairs in Washington Territory, asked 
| to be discharged from its further consideration; 
| which was agreed to. 





Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on 
| Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
' 
| 


with amendments. 

Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 417) for the removal of the Winnebago In- 
dians, and for the sale of their reservation in 
Minnesota for their benefit, reported it» with 
amendments. 

Mr. ARNOLD, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 694) for 
the relief of Lieutenant William P. Richner, sev- 
| Suarpernnse regiment Ohio volunteer infantry, 
| asked to be Beckocied from its further consider- 
| ation, and that it be referred to the Committee 
| on Military Affairs and the Militia; which was 





No. 2) for the relief of J. J. Lints, reported it 


| agreed to. 
ARMY OF THE POTOMAC. 
Mr. SUMNER. I offer the following resolu- 


tion, and ask for its consideration now: 
Resotved, That the coramittee on the conduct of the war 
be directed to inquire into the condition of the army of the 
Votomac, beth officers and men, and to consider what meas- 
|| ures are necessary in order to promote its efficiency, to in 
| crease the mutual confidence of officers and men, and to 


1 





secure from all an unwavering and soldier-like devotion to 
the declared policy of the Government; with power toseud 
for persons and papers. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I think that resolution had 
|| better lie over. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, it must lie over. 

REPORT OF TOPOGRAPHICAL ENGINEERS. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on 








Printing: 
of the of the 
ite Ths te mourn opin pr. 
| Of that bureau. 


Lh pet 


oa 


— £4 


— = 


ae on 








aS a 


—<—s_ —— 


" —~— wv 9 


he 
A3- 
in 


to 
ud 


ad 


ng 


bs- 
on 


is 


1863. THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 13 











} 
it 


BILL INTRODUCED. || act entitled ‘* An act for the collection of direct 
Mr. COWAN asked, and by unanimous con- || Xes in insurrectionary districts within the Uni- | 


Of course he is to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent. You do not want to insert the words “to 


sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. || ted States, and for other purposes,” approved || be appointed by selection.” 


508) to provide for the construction of a military || June 7, 1862. 
and postal railway from the ae of Washington |; 
to the city of New York; whieh was read twice || The following bills from the House of Repre- | 
by its title,and referred to the Committee on Mil- |; sentatives were severally read twice by their titles | 
itary Affairs and the Militia. '| and referred as indicated below: 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. | A bill (No. 647) for the relief of the adminis- | 
A message from the House of Representatives, | ap 5 Po Se eee rT... 
Mr. Eruenines, its Clerk, announeed thatthe || “° (© “ommiutice on wee 
0 


use of Representatives had passed the follow- || A bill (No. 725) to grant a pension of eight || ment. I think itis proper that he should be there. 


dollars per montheduring her widowhood, to Eliz- 
abeth Hausener—to the Committee on Pensions. | 
A bill (No..726) granting a pension to Frances 
H. Plummer, widow of the late Brigadier Gen- | 
eral Joseph B. Plummer, of the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Pensions. 


COMMISSARY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I ask the Senate to 
7 take up the bill (H. R. No. 658) to increase the 
Joseph B. Plummer, of the United States Army. || efficiency of thecommissary department. It passed 

The message also announced thatthe House of || the House of Representatives at the last session, 
Representatives had concurred in the amendments || and at the present session has been twice reported 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 665) making || unanimously by the Committee on Military A flairs 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office || of the Senate. the commissary department stands 
Department during the fiscal year ending the 30th || now precisely where it did ander the old Arm 
of June, 1864. regulations, with no increase of rank or pay. ft 

The message also announced that the House of || jg thought to be very important that that bill 
Representatives had passed the following billand || should be taken wp and passed now. I suppose 
joint resolutions of the Senate: 


oo allah ; ofr. |i there will be no objection to it. 
- bill (No, 127) for the relief of Isaac Vander- | The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
poel; 
| 


bt rey in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
A joint resolution (No. 118) to confirm the ad- || the bill (H. R. No. 658) to promote the efficiency 
verse decision of the Court of Claims in the case | 


e ae re | of the commissary department. It directs that 
of R, A. Clements, administrator of James N. 1 there be added to the subsistence department of 
Mullicon; : | the Army, by regular promotion therein, one 
A joint resolution (No. 120) to confirm the ad- | brigadier general, who shall be Commissary Gen- 
verse decision of the Court of Claims in the case || eral of Subsistence, one colonel, one lieutenant | 
of David D. Mitchell; || colonel, and two majors, the coloneis and lieuten- 
A joint resolution (No. 121) to confirm the ad- |; ant colonelsto be Assistant Commissaries General 
verse decision of the Court of Claims in the case 
of Thomas Hicks, executor of Isaac Hicks; and 


of Subsistence; and that vacancies in the above- 

0} ‘ méntioned grades shall be filled by regular pro- 
A joint resolution (No. 122) to confirne the ad- F — 

verse decision of the Court of Claims in the case 


motion in the department. The vacancies created 
sta by promotions thus authorized may be filled b 
of Alexander D. Anderson, administrator of John 2F y t 
Anderson. 


selections from the officers of the regular or vo 
unteer force. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I have only 
one objection to the bill. It provides that these 
officers shall be appointed by regular promotion. 
l agree to that,except so far as it relates tothe brig- 
adier general who is to be the head of the depart- 
ment; I think he should be appointed by selection. 
Lam perfectly willing that Colonel Taylor shall be 
appointed, and shall be very glad to see him ap- 
pointed brigadier general; but I do not think that 
we should depast in this case from the usual course, 
which is to appoint general officers by selection; 
and I move to anand is bill in that way. The 
other officers can be appointed by promotion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Wiil the Senator 
indicate his amendment? 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I move to 
| amend the bill so that the brigadier general shall 

be appointed by selection, and the other officers 
by regular promotion. 

Mr. COLLAMER. As I understand the Sen- 
ator, he has no personal objection to Colonel Tay- 
adverse decision of the Court of Claims in the || lor, and would be happy to see him appointed. 
case of Thomas Hicks, executor of Isaac Hicks; Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir; I 

A joint resolution (S, No. 122) to confirm. the | should be very glad to see him promoted. 
adverse decision of the Court of Claims in the Mr.COLLAMER. Then why make the amend- 
case of Alexander D. Anderson, administrator || ment? 
of John Anderson; | Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. Because a 


ing bills, in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested: 
A bill (No. 647) for the relief of the adminis- 
trator of Captain Richard Stevenson, deceased ; 
A bill (No. 725) to grant a pension of eight dol- 
lars per month, during her widowhood, to Eliza- 
beth Hausener; and 
A bill (No. 726) granting a pension to Frances 
H. Plummer, widow of the late Brigadier General 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message furtherannounced that theSpeaker | 
of the House of Representatives bad signed the | 
following enrolled bills; which thereupon received | 
the signature of the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 430) to provide for the protec- 
tion of overland emigrants to the States and Ter- 
ritories of the Pacific; 

A bill (S. No. 463) to increase the clerical and | 
other force of the Quartermaster General’s Office, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. No. 127) for the relief of Isaac Van- 
derpoel; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 118) to confirm the 
adverse decision of the Court of Claims in the 
case of R. A. Clements, administrator of James 
N. Mullicon; -, 

A joint resolution (S. No. 120) to confirm the | 
adverse decision of the Court of Claims in the 
case of David D. Mitchell; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 121) to confirm the 


i 





A bill (H. R. No. 636) concerning the district | general officer ought always to be appointed by 
courts of the Territory of Washington; selection, and not ok promotion. 

A bill (H. R. No. 610) making appropriations || Mr. COLLAMER. They were appointed by 
for the support of the Army for the year ending || promotion, as | thought. 
the 30th of June, 1864, and for deficiencies for Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. Never in 
the signal service for the year ending the 30th of | this country. 

June, 1863; The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 

A bill (Hl. R. No. 665) making appropriations Massachusetts moves to amend the bill in line four 
for the service of the Post Office Department || by striking out the words ‘‘ by regular promotion 
during the fiseal year ending the 30th of June, therein,’’ and to insert the words “ to be appointed 
1864; and by selection;’’ se that it will read: 

A bill (H.R. No. 720) to make the State of || That there be added to the subsistence department of 

isconsin a part of the ninth judicial circuit. = Ares to be appointed by selection, one brigadier geu- 

BILL BECOME A LAW. ; Mr. TRUMBULL. The words “to be ap- 

A me from the President of the United | ointed by selection’ are not necessary. Let it 
States, by Mr. Nacoxay, his Secretary, announced amended so as to read: 
that the President had approved and signed, on 


the 6th instant, a bill (S. No. 458) to amend an | acibghtese be eae 


ILOUSE BILLS REFERRED. ] 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Massachusetts so modify his motion? 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. The chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs proposes an amend- 
ment to which I do not agree. think the pro- 
motion should be by seniority. I think Colonel 
Taylor is the proper man for the place. Ido not 
know that there is any intention to strike at him; 
but if there is | should certainly resist the amend- 


If there is an henest and competent man in Wash- 
ington I think he is the man. 


Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I will mod- 
ify my amendment by striking out, in line four 
the words * by regular promotion therein,” an 
by inserting in line five, after the word “ subsist- 
ence,”’ the words “‘and by regular promotion;”’ 
so that it will read: 

That there be added to the subsistence department of the 
Army one brigadier general, who shall be Commissary Gen 


eral of Subsistence ; and, by regular promotion, one colonel, 
one lieutenant colonel, and two majors, &c. 


Mr. President, | wish to be distinetly under- 
stood in this matter. I believe the subsistence 
department to be admirably managed. Less fault 
is found with it than with any other department 
of the military service. There is nota man in 
the Senate or the country who would rejoice more 
to see Colonel Taylor, at the head of that depart- 


| ment, promoted than myself, I believe him to be 


a faithful and true and loyal man, But,sir, I do 
not think we ought to legislate for aman; we 
should legislate for the country; and we ought to 
select the general to be appointed in this depart- 
ment just as other generals are, by the appoint- 


| ment of the President, and let the other officers 


be promoted as we promote in the other branches 


i| of the service. We select a Quartermaster Gen 


, eral; we select an Adjutant General, we select all 


} 
i 


| 

| to economy and the interest of the Goverment to 
1 

i} 

| 

office, and who have a pride an 

| 


the generals of our Army, and especially we select 
the ordnance general and appoint inferior officers 
by regular promotion. Then why should we de- 
part from that rule here? I hope the amendment 
will be adopted, and then [ hope Colonel Taylor 
will be appointed. I think there is not a man in 
the country who will oppose his appointment. 
Mr. TEN EYCK. I hope the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts will not prevail, 
itis admitted on all hands that the business of this 
department is most admirably conducted. Not- 
withstanding the vast increase of business in that 
department; notwithstanding the labors which are 
almost herculean, it is admitted that its affairs 
have been conducted to the entire satisfaction of 
everybody. If the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts should prevail, it will 
authorize the selection of any officer to be placed 
in that position whether he be qualified or not. 


| It is q most important post. Its transactions in- 


volve the expenditure of millions upon millions, 
and afford an opportunity to a person who might 
not be disposed to administer it with an eye single 


practice very great abuses and even frauds. The 
department has been heretofore under the control 
or government of regular Army officers, men who 
have been in the service from early years, from 


miliar with the duties of the ane ene and the 
a spirit connected 
with the successful operations of that department, 


| and whose interest in it is only second to the in- 
| terest which they feel in the success of the coun- 
| try itself and its progress. * 


Now,I am desirous inasmuch as there has been 
no objection and can be none reasonably raised 


| against the administration of affairs in the com- 
missary department, that it shall not be exposed 


tothe liability and danger of having—without dis- 
respect | speak it—an outsider brought in there 
and put over the heads of those who have been 
for years discharging the duties of that depart- 
ment, and render the public service liable to loss 
and to detriment. It is the fear which [ entertain 
on this subject which induces me to submit these 
| observations to the Senate in opposition to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas. That I may have an 








That there be added to the subsistence department one | opportunity of evidencing my appreciation of the 


manner in which Colonel Taylor has discharged 
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his duty | ask for the yeas and nays on the amend- | 


ment proposed by the Senator from Massachu- } 


actts } 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. WILKINSON. It seems to be the unan- | 

imous testimony of all who are familiar with this 


office that it has been admirably conducted. I || 


suppose that it has been. 1 believe from what I 
have heard that this department has been con- 
ducted perhaps better than any other in the city 
of Washington. 


Now, sir, if this is the case, | want to know the || nesota made those remarks. 


THE C 


| 


to his loyalty to the Government, or to the man- 
nerin which he will discharge his duties. ‘There- 


| fore, believing that the principle upon which the 


friends of this bill urge it upon us, and ask our 
support of it, is entirely wrong, I shall vote 
against the whole thing. 

Mr. LANE, of aueon Mr. President, the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Minnesota] based his 
argument upon the assumptuon that this bill—— 

Mr. HOWE. I simply want to remind the 
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ane 


army, was taken from the second cavalry, of 


| which he was a lieutenant at the time, and made 


Quartermaster General. The man who would haya 
Leen entitled by promotion, if such alaw had been 
in force, to the place that he was assigned to 
would have been Colonel Thomas, then at Phij. 
adelphia. When Mr. Johnston left the service of 
the Government and became a rebel, General 
Meigs was taken from the position of a captain 
in the engineer corps and made Quartermaster 


Senator from Indiana that the Senator from Min- || General. 


necessity for the passage of this bill at all. Why || Wisconsin takes a very differentwiew of this sub- 


interfere with Colonel Taylor? 
management of the office? Why seek todo ijt by 


bill, and particularly after what I have heard to- 
day. I suppose the real object of this bill is—and | 
we may as we'll talk plainly about it—to make a 
brigadier general out of Colonel Taylor, and to 
raise the rank of certain other officers. If the 
duties of this office have been well performed, why 
should Congress meddle with it? 


partment? 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Will the Senator from || 





Minnesota tell the Senate the rank of the heads 
of the quartermaster’s bureau and the ordnance | 
bureau ? 


Mr.WiILKINSON. Mr. President, that is just || 


' 
what | expected, just what I supposed. The offi- | 
cers of this department have complained to some- 
body that they do not have as high rank as those 
in some other departments of the Government. 
Congress has raised the rank of the officers in the 
quartermaster’s department, and have not done | 
it in the subsistence department, and, therefore, 
we are to pass this bill, [ want to know if the 
raising of the rank of the officers in the quarter- 
master’s department has caused the duties of that | 
office to be administered any better now than when | 
it was managed by a colonel. I want to know if | 
raising the rank of the head of the commissary | 
department and the officers under him will ad- 
minister the business of that office any better than 
it has been administered since this war com- 
menced. 

I am opposed to the whole thing. It may be | 
unfair, perhaps, that the quartermaster’s depart- | 
ment should be administered by a brigadier gen- | 
eral and the subsistence department should have 
at the head of it only a colonel; but the argument 
in favor of this bill is this: we have done wrong 
once, and therefore we must keep doing wrong. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The ordnance department 
is also under a general. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Then it only shows that 
we have done wrong twice. | am not disposed to 
legislate or to vote on any such argument, It is 
all wrong, and it has led to interminable difficulty 
since this war commenced. We are besieged, and 
I presume there is nota man in Congress but what 
is applied to, day after day und day after day, by 
subordinate officers to raise them to the rank of 
others who they say are no better entitled to it 
than they. This system of legislation is ail wrong. | 
I am in favor of leaving Colonel Taylor precisely 
where he was, and permitting him to go on and 
discharge the duties of this office as faithfully as 
he has done heretofore, if he sees fit to retain the 
office; and if he does not want it, let him resign. 
My own opinion is that there never should have 
been a shoulder strap in either the quartermas- 
ter’s or commissary 's department; but that if good 
business men of the country had been selected, 
if a good pork merchant, if you please, from Cin- 
cinnati, who had conducted his business through 
life successfully, had been selected as a Commis- 
sary General, and a good business man, who could 
build and conduct railroads and manage them suc- 
cessfully, had been made Quartermaster General, 
we should have had the duties of those offices 
much better administered than they have been. 

The reason that is urged for the passage of this 
bill, I think, does not furnish a sufficient excuse 
for its passage. I presume if the rank of officers 
in the other departments had not been raised, 
Colonel Taylor never would have asked for the 
passage of any such billas this. He would have 
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been content to administer it just as he had ad- 
ministered the duties of the office before this higher 
rank was conferred on these other officers. I do 
not suppose it will add one particle to his business 
talent; [ do not suppose it will add ome particle 


What is the || 
necessity of changing the organization of the de- || 





| 
| 
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| 


| 
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| 
| 


Why alter the | ject. 


The Senator from | 


It is true I am not very much acquainted with 
him; but I suppose it is true that Colonel Taylor 
is an excellent officer. I have never heard a single 


Mr. LANE, of Indiana. 1 am glad to hear it. || word against him, but I have always heard that 
the passage of this bill? [am opposed to the whole || The argument of the honorable Senator from 


Minnesota, then, was that this bill contemplated 


simply an increase of rank. This bill does not | 
contemplate simply an increase of rank, but an | 
increase of the effective force to be employed in | 


the Commissary General’s Office: 
y 


“There shall be added to the subsistence department 
of the Army, by regular promotion, one brigadier general, 


who shali be Commissary General, one colonel, one lieu- | 
|| tenant colonel, and two majors.”’ 


| It will add precisely in that ratio to the effective | 
'| working force of the commissar 


department. 
When we had a regular Army of less than ten 
thousand men, the el i General’s Office 
was organized precisely as it is now, and with 
precisely the same number of officers. With an 
increase amounting to almost a million men in 
the field, I suppose that no gentleman will contend 
that the same force can discharge all the duties. 
Mr. WILKINSON. I would like to ask the 


Senator from Indiana, if what is said here is the 





truth, that the business of that office has been well | 


performed and successfully administered, what is 
the necessity of increasing the force there? 


Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I understand that there | 
may be a necessity for rewarding merit. I under- | 


stand that the effective force of the office may have 
more labor placed upon them than men can be rea- 
sonably expected to perform; and I will state in 


justice to Colonel Taylor that in all the conversa- | 
tions I have had with him on the subject, he has | 
never intimated a desire for an increase of rank, | 


put has simply said that the force of the commis- 


sary department was not sufficient to discharge | 


the duties of that department. I have no doubt 
thatistrue. I believe this increase should be given. 
Rank with officers is very much. It is prized by 
them. They labor for it, and it ought to be given 
in meritorious cases. You have already departed 
from that rule of strict economy to which the gen- 
tleman would confine us, by making the chiefs of 
the quartermaster’s department, of the ordnance 
department, and of other departments brigadier 
generals; and even the chiefs of the staffs of some 
of your officers in the field are major generals to- 
day, and here the commissary department hasmno 
increase of rank, nor has it had any increase of 
force since the commencement of the rebellion. 
The fact thatthey have managed to discharge the 
duties of the subsistence department with great 
credit with their present force, is to my mind no 
reason why they should not be promoted and have 
rank commensurate with their merits, and it is 
no reason why an additional force should not be 
given commensurate with the increase of your 
Army. 

Mr. GRIMES. Mr. President, I think the 
friends of Colonel Taylor are doing him injustice 
in making up an issue here on this amendment, in 
regard to him personally. I am going to vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, not because I am opposed to Colonel Tay- 
lor, and I do not intend to indicate by that that I 
am opposed to the passage of the bill, but I am 
opposed to establishing a new rule in relation to 
these matters. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. TheSenator from Iowa 
will pardon me. I did not refer to the amendment 
— 1 was only answering the objections to the 

ill. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 am speaking generally. It 
has been an inflexible rule of the Government thus 
far, that no brigadier general should be made by 
promotion. It has not been so in any bureau in 
the War Department. Since I have been here, 
since my friend from New Jersey has been here 
—for he came here with me—we have had two 
quartermaster rals appointed, not by 
promotion. neral Johnston, now in the rebel 


} 
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| 
| 
| 


| 
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this bureau of the War Department was better 
administered than any other, and I think more 
satisfactorily to the country; but it must be re- 
membered that we are establishing a rule for the 
government of the President hereafter; and that 
if Colonel Taylor is to be appointed by regular 
promotion, so will those who are behind him be 
promoted in the same way when he ceases to hold 
that office. We may be establishing a very in- 
convenient rule. Ido not remember who is the 
next man below him; but if we pass this bill as 
it came to us from the Military Committee, and 
Colonel Taylor should die the day after his ap- 
pointment as brigadier general, then that person 
must of necessity become his successor; and he 
may be incompetent for that place. Now, had we 
nowmbetter allow the President to make the selec- 
tion frora the Army at large, or from the whole 
country at large, rather than to confine him to this 
small corps of commissaries? Such has been the 
practice of the Government hitherto; and I can- 
not comprehend that there is any very good reason 
why we should depart from it. 

If | was a lawyer and had any desire to precip- 
itate the discussion of a constitutional question 
upon the Senate, which I very much abhor, | 
would suggest to some of the gentlemen here what 
has been suggested to me by a friend, that it may 
not possibly be competent for us to declare that 
this particular man shall be made the Commis- 
sary General. Suppose the President of the Uni- 
ted States does not see fit to nominate him for 
brigadier general, how are we going to reach him? 
Can we compel him to do it by declaring that 1o- 
body else shall be appointed except this particu- 
lar man? But that is aside from the position which 
I take, thatthisisa departure from auniversal rule. 
From what I know of Colonel Taylor I would 
sign a petition to the President to-day to appoint 
him to this place, but I do not believe we ought 
to legislate him into it. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Only a word, sir. [I may 
remark with truth and frankness that the idea of 
Colonel Taylor as a man did not enter into my 
mind when [ submitted the few remarks | made 
on this subject a few minutes since. I will state 
the idea I had: it may be running against some 
technical rule that has existed heretofore in rela- 
tion to the appointment of officers at the head of 
this department; but my idea was, as a plain, old- 
fashioned man, that when we had a person who 
had been regularly trained and brought up to the 
discharge of a particular business, who had proved 
through a series of years to be efficient, trust- 
worthy, competent, and honest, it was betier to 
continue him in such a position than to open the 
door to the liability of the introduction of some 
active, energetic, it may be political man, who 
may desire to get in a comfortable and command- 
ing position; a man who was created a general 
yesterday; some particular friend of *‘ the powers 
that be;” a man who might go into the place 
without the training which years would give him 
for the proper discharge of the duties, and with- 
out being restrained by the harness which had 
been placed upon him during years of long service. 

The men who have had charge of this depart- 
ment are Army officers, men who have no other 
thought but to serve their country in that capa- 
city. That might not be the case with a genera! 
caught up and placed in command of that position; 
a pork merchant from Cincinnati who, with his 
skill in trade and his eye upon game, might pros- 
titute the office to his own personal advantage and 
to his own pecuniary aggrandizement. I say this 
because that ion was made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, [Minnesota.] That was his ex- 
ample as given to us. It may so happen that a 
person thus selected with an eye te his own pe- 
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of the affair, baving mitlions to pass throagl his 
hands in the course of one year, and with no re- 


straining influence or control upon him, such as | 
he gets by education in the Army, whose soul is | 
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cuniary advantage, might make a ** good thing”’ 








| may be a constitutional difficulty in the way. He 
| seems to doubt whether the Legislature can tell 
| the President of the United States whom he shall 


wrapped up in its honorand glory; he might line | 


jis pockets, and at the end of a few years retire, 
incommon parlance,with what is called “a pile.”’ 
That was the idea | had in submitting the obser- 
vations I did against the amendment proposed by 


the Senator from Massachusetts. I do not believe | 


that any very great misfortune would arise to the 
service of this department, if it should so happen 
that Colonel Taylor, if he should be promoted 
under this bill, were to die suddenly, because I 


believe the second in position in that office is | 
Colonel Eaton or Major Shiras, than whom there | 


are no more efficient and capable officers. 


[ do not see the reason why there should be reg- | 
ular promotion according to grade running through 


almost every branch of th: service, and just as 
you get to the appointment of the head of a de- 
partment, who may bea brigadier general, that 
the rule must work in another way. Ido notcare 


whether the case of the quartermaster’s depart- | 


ment was different or not. L have nothing to say 
about that. I} shall not say how the affairs of that 
department have been conducted, whether effi- 
ciently or otherwise; yet I, unlettered and un- 
skilled in these matters, not being a military man 
or having any familiarity with them, cannot un- 
derstand why this rule of promotion by regular 
gradation shall run through almost every branch 
of the Army until it gets just to one particular 


spot, and that there that rule must be broken up || 


and disregarded. It is a matter of very little con- 
sequence to me, further thana desire to have this 
department well controlled, well governed, how 
this vote shall be given. 1 would almost prefer 
that this bill should fall, as the Senator from Min- 
nesota has said, should full entirely, than that the 
change should be made which is now proposed to 
be made in the bill. I would rather that the head 


of the department should be continued as a colo- | 


nel, whether it be Colonel Taylor or any other 
colonel, than that this opening should be given 
for the introduction of a person of the description 
who might be introduced there with all the facil- 
ities which would be afforded to himto prey upon 


the public interests and me the public ‘Treas- | 
e an honestand trust- | 


ury if he did not prove to 
worthy man. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Indiana and the Senator from New Jersey both 
having ascribed to me some remarks which fell 
from the Senator from Minnesota who sits beside 
me, [Mr. Witkinson,] it seems to compel me 
very reluctantly to set myself right. It is one of 
the misfortunes of sitting in the particular neigh- 
borhood in which I do sit. 1 am willing to sub- 
mit to the penalty, because it is accompanied by 
its advantages, among others, very pleasant so- 
ciety. Ido not sympathize with the opposition 
which is started here to the bill before the Senate; 
on the contrary | sympathize with the bill, as I 
understand it. 

The Senator from Towa has suggested two dif- 
ficulties. They seem rather grave. I think they 
are not insuperable. Suppose you provide by 
law, says the Senator, for making the head of the 
commissary department a brigadier general, and 
you require that the brigadier shall be made by 
regular promotion, then the first head of the 
department will be the present head of the de- 
partment, who now has the rank of colonel; and 
suppose he should die, his second may be an in- 
capable man, an unsuitable man. That seems 
to be the difficulty. Does not the same difficulty 
occur to the Senator as the law nowstands? As 
the law now stands, I understand that the head 
of the commissary department is a colonel. 1 
suppose he arrived at that rank by regular pro- 
motion; and if he should die to-day somebody 
would be made a colonel by regular propiotion, 
and being a colonel he would take his place at the 
head of the commissary department. I do not 
see that the difficulty will be a greater if you 
pass the bill than itisnow. The head of the com- 
missary department stands there by regular pro- 
motion, and must continue to stand there by reg- 
ular promotion as the law is. 

“ bo is one of his difficulties. Another, —- 
e does not urge with any great pertinacity, but 
rather offers eer of seamen is that there 





make a brigadier general. | suppose we have told 


| him whom he shal! make colonel in the commis- 


sary department. 

Mr. GRIMES. When did we tell him? 

Mr. HOWE. By requiring regular promotions 
up to that grade. 

Mr. GRIMES. Where is that done? 

Mr. HOWE. I suppose that to be the law. If 
not, it is so in the lines and I do not know that 
thereis any greater constitutional difficulty in com- 
manding the President to promote a particular 
man in the commissary department than there is | 
in the line of the Army, and I believe such is the | 
law there, though I have not looked at the legis- 
lation on this subject. | donot think there is any 
constitutional difficulty in the way. 

Sut it is said by my friend who sits ngxt to me | 
(Mr. Wirkisow} that the daties of the commis- 
sary department have been discharged very well 
by a colonel, and that they will not be discharged 
any better, probably, if we make that colonel a 
brigadier. Ido notclaim that they will; but I | 
believe the head of the commissary department | 
is charged by law, or will be during the next fis- 
cal year, with the disbursement of $140,000,000. | 
That is a pretty grave responsibility; that is a 
pretty heavy labor; and he has the rank and the | 
pay of acolonel. ‘The Senator from Indiana has | 
rightly told us that brigadiers swarm every where 
else in the service. | believe they are to be found 
in all sorts of places except upon the staff of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. I do not know | 
that he has any brigadiers upon his staff. Yet, | 
while you are so prodigal everywhere else with | 
this particular commodity, you deny that rank, 
you deny the emoluments of it to the man who 
stands at the head of that department, who dis- | 
burses that amount of money, administers its 
varied and responsible duties so ably as Colonel | 
Taylor is saidto do. I do not think that is just; | 
and besides, I think there is great force in the sug- | 





gestion that because you made the head of the || 


Paymaster’s Bureau and of the Quartermaster’s 
Bureau and of the Ordnance Bureau a brigadier, 
you should not disgrace and discredit and degrade 
the head of the Commissary Bureau by leaving 
him with the rank and pay of a colonel. You | 
have assumed some sort of obligation, and it 
seems to me a pretty potential obligation, to put 
him ona level with the heads of those other os 
reaus; and I think all the more so because the 
resent incumbent of that office is admitted on all 
ewtthe to have discharged his duty faithfully. 

On this point I de not wish to testify. ¢ cine 
ply wish to say that I have had occasion to visit 
that office two or three times, and to make sev- 
eral applications to him, and they have been de- 
nied every one of them, but they have been de- 
fed with such reason and upon such reasons as 
satisfied me that the head of that bureau did not 
mean to neglect the public service for the sake of 
accommodating a member of Congress or accom- | 
modating a friend, but he meant first of all to dis- 
charge his duties tothe country; and | am notatall | 

| 
| 
| 


sure but that if he had manifested the other dis- | 
position to accommodate his friends rather than 
to discharge his duty to the public, he would not | 


have been a brigadier or a major general a great || 


many months ago. I really think, sir, we ought 
to give to the officer who has imposed upon him 
these labors and these responsibilities, the pay at 


least, and, since rank accompanies that office, the || 


rank, also, of brigadier general. I shall therefore 
vote for this bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. Ihave, Mr. 
President, a very serious dread of bringing any | 
bill into the Senate increasing the rank or increas- 
ing the compensation 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts will suspend his remarks; the 
morning hour having exy.‘red, the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday is now vefore the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I move to 
postpone that for a few minutes. 





Senator from Missouri is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I move the postpone- 
ment of the unfinished business of yesterday for | 
a few minutes, until we can take a vote on this bill. | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Did the Senator | 
from Missouri give way? 


== 
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Mr. HENDERSON. I will give way with the 
understanding that a vote is to be taken imiaedi- 
ately, and that then my proposition is in order, 


, and only on that condition. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. TheChair will lay 
aside informally the special order if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I think we 
can certainly get a vote ina few minutes. Ask 
said, Mr. President, | have a dread of bringing 
in here any bill that increases rank or expense, 
but | am in favor of this bill because | think the 
commissary department has richly earned it. I 
think an additional force is needed there, and I 
think those who have acted with fidelity should 
be promoted. This bill will bring in trom the vol- 
unteers or the regular Army five new officers, as 
captains in the commissary department, and will 
promote the existing officers there. What l object 
to is the attempt in this bill, to make a brigadier 
general by promotion. There is not a colonel 
who commands a regiment of your Army in the 
ficld that can be made a general by seniority. All 
your generals of your regular Army are made by 
selection. Your Kajutans General, your Quarter- 
master General, your Surgeon General, are all 
selected, not promoted. Here is a proposition to 
make a general officer in the commissary départ- 
ment by regular promotion, departing from the 
entire policy of this Government, the policy that 
has been adopted for years, and it is a wise pol- 
icy, which ought to be adhered to. 

We all admit that Colonel Taylor is a faithful 
officer and ought to be promoted. I do not believe 
there isa man in the Senate who would not re- 
joice to see him promoted. I should rejoice to see 
some of the other offivers, and especially Major 
Shiras, who has been referred to by the Senator 
from New Jersey, and has during this war ren- 
dered services that cannot be measured, promoted. 
This will make him a colonel, and | am glad to 
vote for the bill for that purpose. 

But, sir, suppose Colonel Taylor should be an- 
pointed brigadier general and then should die and 
the next man in rank should by the accidents of life 
be unfitted for the business, instead of having the 
whole corps or the whole country from which to 
select, that man must be made a general by regu- 
lar promotion. 

Sir, we ought not to legislate for a man; we 
| ought to legislate fur the country, and adhere to 
| the well-tried and long-settled a of this Gov- 

ernment. That policy has always been that offi- 
cers should ascend by regular promotion from the 
grade of second lieutenant to that of colonel, and 
thatthe general officers should always be sel. cted. 
That always ought to be so, because then you 
have the whole of the Army from which to select 
them. I certainly do not wish to bring into this 
service any outsider, any new man. | am willing 
to confine it. 
| Mr. HOWE. I wish to ask the Senator from 
| Massachusetts if, after all his observation of pub- 
lic men in and out of the Army, be has not frond 
| more grievous deficiencies on the part of those 
| who are selected than on the part of those who 
| 
j 
j 
i 


went up by regular promotion, and if he would 
not as lief take the chance of promotion for any 
| rank in any department of the service as to take 
the chance of a man who might be selected by him 
who happened to be President in a given year. 
Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. | must sey, 
| in answer to the Senator, that | should prefer tie 
| selections. When the Mexican war came on, 
you had hardly a colonel in the regular Army of 
| the United States that could go ito the field. 
They were old men, worn out in the service, 
Would you make them brigadiers? They could 
not go into the field as colonels. Take your ar- 
| tillery department, when this war opened: nearly 
every colonel and lieutenant colonel of artillery 
was unfit to go into the field by age, by being 
worn out in the service. The Senator wil find 
by looking that we have had to retire those men 


|| and get ridofthem. The truth is, that you want 
|| your whole Army from which to select the ablest 


i 


|| and fittest men for generals, and not make a man 


The VICE PRESIDENT. On that matter, the || 


| a general because he has happened to keep out of 
| service probably, and preserve his own health and 
| life, and lives to a good old age. 

| {fam sure, if the Senator will refleet on the sub- 
| ject, he will come co the conclusion that you had 
bousr have the Army to select from than to have 


| the old men who live to a good old age put up to 
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the head of your armies. 1 do not wish to bring posed by the Senator from Missouri is divisible, 


any outsider into this service, any man outside 
of this department; and Lam willing that this bill 
shall be amended by adding * to be selected from 
the subsistence department.” [ am willing to 
coufine the selection to that department of the ser- 
vice. [do not want to bring anybody in there 
ty cheat the Government. 1 modify my amend- 
ment by adding, after the word * general,”’ the 
words **to be selected from the subsistence de- 
mrtment;’’ so as to confine it to that department. 
Phis isa permanent bill, which will operate after 
the war. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I have no objection to 
that amendment, and | hope, if the Senate choose, 
the call for they yeasand nays will be withdrawn. 
I think that will be very aceeptable. 

Mr. LANE, of Kensas. With the consent of 
the Senate | withdraw the demand for the yeas 
and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Hf there be no ob- 
jection, the call for the yeas and nays may be with- 
drawn. The Chair hears no objection. The 
qucstion then is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred mand ordered 
to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. It was read the third ime, and passed. 


EMANCIPATION IN MISSOURI. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
of the day 1s the uofimished business of yesterday, 
being the bil (UL. R. No. 634) giving aid to the 
Stnte of Missouri for the purpose of securing the 
abolishment of slavery in said State, which is now 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
The question is on the »nmendment reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, by the Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Hanris,) which is to strike 
outall after the enacting clause, and to insert what 
will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows; 


That whenever satisfa-tory evidence shall he presented | 


i6 the President of the United States that the State of Mis- 
sourl bas adopted a valid and constitutional jaw, ordinance, 
or other provision tor the gradual or immediate emancipa- 
tion of all the sinves therein, and the exclu<ion of slavery 
forever thereafter from said State, it shall be his duty to pre- 
pare and deliver to the Governor of said State, as hercinatter 
provided, to be used by said State to compensate for the 
Inconvenfences produced by such change of system, bonds 
ot the United States to the amount of 20,000,000, the same 
to bear lterest at the rate of five per cent. per annum, and 
payable thirty years afler the date thereof: Provided, ‘That 
the said bonds shail not be delivered as herein directed, un 

leas the act of emancipation shall be adopted by said te 
within twelve months after the passage of this act, nor un- 
bess said act shail provide that slavery or involuntary ser- 


~ vitude within said State, except in punishment of crime, 


shall forever cease and determine on some day not later 
than the 4ih day of July, 1876, and never afterwards be fn- 
troduced therein: tnd provided further, That sald bonds 
in their aggregate amount shall notexceed the sain of 8300 
for each slave emauc:pated under the provisions of Unis act 
and the act af emancipation to be passed in the State of 
Missouri in pursuanee thereof, not including any stave who 
shall be introduced into said State subsequently to the pas- 
sage of this act, or has been emancipated or shall become 
free under the provisions of an act eutitled “An act tosup- 


prese insurrection, to punish treason and rebellion, toseize |) 


and confiscate the property of rebels, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved July 17 

Sec. 2. «ind Le ut further enacted, That in the event of 
the adoption by said State of an act or ordinance for the 
abolition of slavery therein, as hereinbefore provided, the 
President shall, from tlie to tine, as they may be required, 
cause bonds to be prepared and delivered, as aforesaid, in 
such amounts as may be necessary to pay for vach slave 


1362. 
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so that we may have a vote first on striking out 
the ** $29,090,0097"? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Doourr- 
TLE in the chair.) The Chair understands the 
effect of the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 


|} souri to be to add the werd “ five’’ after the word 


“6 twenty.?” 

Mr. POWELL. I understood the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri was to strike out 
** $20,000,000” and insert ‘* $25,000,000.”" 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. My motion was 
to strike out ‘twenty,’ and insert ** twenty-five.” 


|! That was the form in which | made it. 








| 


' 


| 





Mr. FOOT. 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinien 
of the Chair it is not a divisible question. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Lask for the yeas 
and naygupon my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. | wasnot in the Chamber when 
the motion was made. | want to suggest that by 
a clerical error in preparing the amendment for 


printing, the words **of $20,000,000, ”’in the twelfth 


It is not a divisible proposition, 


| line, were left in, whereas they should be stricken 
out, and the words * hereinafter mentioned’’ sub- | 


stituted, so that the motion of the Senator from 
Missouri should apply to the eleventh line of the 
second section. Whether he has so framed his 
amendment or net | do not know. 


Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. [| find, in the 


{| 
| 
| 


|| 

| 
1 
i} 





| 
' 
' 


twelfth line of the first section, as amended, | 


“6 qan,en8,000.”” 

r. HARRIS. The words ‘ $20,000,000,”’ 
in the twelfth line of the first section, should be 
stricken out, and the words ‘‘ hereinafter men- 
tioned’? substituted; but you can apply your mo- 
tion to the eleventh line of the second section. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I will so modify 
my amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


from New York suggests that in printing the bill || twelve months do not give the necessary time. It 
there isa mistake, that the words ‘‘of§20,000,000,”’ || 
in the twelfth line, should be stricken out, and the || 


words * hereinafter mentioned ’’ inserted. Ifthere | comply with all the provisions of this act without 


be no objection that amendment will be consid- 
ered as adopted by the Senate. 
tor from Missouri, the Chair understands, moves 
to amend the second section of the bill by striking 
out the word ‘ twenty,”’ and inserting the words 
‘*twenty-five.’? Thatis the pending motion before 
the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. [ simply wish to say to 
the Senate that as | propose to vote against the 
bill, whether it provides for an appropriation of one 
cent or $1,000,000,000 fur the purpose of bringing 


about the emancipation of slavery in the State of 


Missouri, or any other State, I cannot, consiat- 
ently with my own views, vote forany amendment 
to the bill or the bill itself. I merely make this 
remark in explanation of the vote I shall give.® | 
cannot vote for the amendment without commit- 


| ung myself apparently to the principle of the 


bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to state, before 
the vote is taken on this proposition, that | 


originally introduced a bill here apprupriating 
$25,000,000 for this purpose, that being theamount 


; ; | requested islature o ute. - 
made free under the provisions of this act, and the act to | oe oy the Legi antuare my Sine. ft eon 


1] 
be passed by the State of Missouri in pursuance thereof, sulted, as 


not to exceed an average of @800; said bonds to be detiv- 


supposed, the feelings of Senators 


Now, the Sena- | 


| 
} 
' 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| 
| 


ered only es said slaves are made tree, and in the oe 
not to exceed $20,000,000 ; and not to exceed $10,000,000, 
unless the law or act of emancipation to be adopted by said 
State shall provide for the full and perfect manumission of 
all the slaves therein on or before the 4th day of Juiy, A. D. 
wt, and the future —~ of the system of slavery from 

¢ State forever thereatter. i 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That upon the enact- requested by the Legislature. d sae these 
ment of a law by snid State referring to this act, ed with whom I have been most closely connected 


very thoroughly satisfied this proposition will not 
carry. I do not feel at liberty, owing to the request 
of the Legislature of Missouri, to vote against it; 
but | desire to state that | have done everything 


| 
} 
| 
| | 
| here, and their views upon this subject,and | am 
1 could do to obtain the amount of $25,000,000 as 


| 
its provisions and adopting laws forthe ultimate extinction || in urging this bill forward will do me the justice | 
of slavery therein, the taith of the United States and of the 





said State will be pledged to carry out the termsof the com- ae Seb Shawnatnet ry ane nan men | 
pact thus created f Provided, That nothing herein contained || thing whatever that would tend > Saeeaee this 
shatl prevent the State from making atany time such alter- || @Mount to $25,000,000; but, sir, I'am very well 
ations or amendments in its emancipation laws as do net || satisfied that it will not be granted, although, on 
couflict With this act, or such as shall only decrease the || the vote by yeas and nays, | shall be compelled | 
time during which slavery may exist in the said State. to cast my vote for it. should be very glad to 
_ Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. in section one, | see it done; but I have not felt at liberty to move 
line twelve of the amendment of the committee, | || such an amendment myself. I desire to ask my 
move to strike out “twenty’’ and insert “twen- || colleague whether, if this amount shall be in- 
ty-five;’’ so as to read + 6295,000,000. creased, he will eventually vote for the till. 1 
Mr. POWELL. | ask if the amendment pre- || hope he will. ~ 
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Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I will answer 
very readily that | will not. 

Mr. SUMNER. | desire to say that I have 
received several letters from Missouri from gen. 
tlemen perfectly well informed with regard to pub- 
lic opinion in that State, and having as great ay 
interest in this question asany gentlemen can have, 
who assure me that $29,000,000 is large enough; 
and indeed one of them goes 80 far as to say it is 
too lurge. I, therefore, shall vote against the 
$25,000,000. t 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 2, nays 36; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Henderson and Wilson of Missouri—o, 

NAYS—Mesers. Anthony, Arnold, Clark, Collamer, 
Cowan, Davis, Doolitue, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes 
Harding, Harlan, Harris, [iecks, Howe, Kennedy, King, 
Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Latham, Morrill, Nes- 
mith, Pomeroy, Powell, Richardson, Sherman, Sumner, 


Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Turpie. Wall, Wilkinson, Willey, 
Wilmot, and Wilson of Massachusetts—36. 


Se the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I move to amend 
the first section of the committee’s amendment, 
in the sixteenth line, by striking out “ twelve 
months,’ and inserting ** three years;’’ so that 
the clause will read: 

That the said bonds shall not be delivered as herein dj- 
rected unless the act of emancipation shall be adopted by 
said State within three years aiter the passage of this act. 

Mr. President, the object of this amendment is 
to give time to the people of Missouri to make the 
necesSary alterations in their constitution in order 
that they may comply with the provisions of this 
act. In my opinion the provisions of this act can- 


| net be comphed with without an alteration in the 
| constitation of the State of Missouri; and if that 
| alteration is sought to be made by constitutional 


means, by thé ordinary provision incorporated 


| into our constitution, which requires one Legisia- 


ture to propose amendments to our constitution, 
to be ratified by the next succeeding Legislature, 


is manifest to me that the Legislature of Missouri 
in its legislative capacity has not the power to 


an amendment to ora violation of the constitution 
of that State; and, for that reason, I desire that 
this time may be extended so that these altera- 
tions in the constitution, if desired by the people 
of Missouri, may be made aecording to our con- 
stitution. 

This bill, among other things, requires that this 
act, to be passed - the Legislature of Missouri, 
shali forever prohibit slavery in that State. That 
is a power that is not conferred on the General 
Assembly of the State of Missouri, and it will re- 
quire an alteration of and an amendment to the 
constitution of that State before it can be complied 
with. 

Again, sir, this act requires that the people of 
Missouri shall forever surrender a constitutional 
right which is exercised by every State of this 
Union; that is to say, they are to enter into a com- 
pact with the United States of America that sla- 
very shall be forever prohibited in that State; 
thereby relinquishing, in the form of a compact, 
a right which is reserved, as | understand tt, to 
every State in this Union. Certainly an ordinary 
Legislature, exercising only legislative powers, 
cannot surrender a constitutional power which is 
enjoyed by the people of that State. Many of 
the States of this Union have abolished slavery 
within their limits; but | am not aware that a sin- 
gle State of the Union has been called upon by the 
United States to enter into a compact that they 
will never admit slavery im the future. | grant 
that the people of the State may so alter their con- 
stitution and adopt a provision prohibiting sla- 
very within that State; but that they will bind 
themselves to any other Government to surrender 
a constitutional privilege forever, | do not believe 
the people of Missouri will consent to. For that 
reason, | have offered this amendment, in order 
that there may be time, in a constitutional mode, 
to comply, if the people of Missouri so will it, 
with the provisions of this act. 

Mr. HENDERSON. | desire to ask my col- 

whether, our Legislature now being in ses- 


sion, he does not think there is ample time within 
the next twelve months, even, to call a convention 
and to amend the constitution upon this subject? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I will state to 
my colleague that many amendments have been 
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adopted to the constitution of the State of Mis- | should be made of Union citizens. When these | of truth in the statement that any man offered 


souri, all ef which have been pro ! 
adopted by the Legislature of that State in the 
mode pointed oul by the constitution itself; and 
upen one oceasion, in 1846, the Legislature of 
Missouri called a convenuon for the purpose of 
meking certain alterations in the constitution of 
that State. That convention met and preceeded 
to frame a new constitution of government for the 
ple of Missouri. That constitution was sub- 
mitted, rightfully, te the people of the State for 
their consideration, and was rejected by a very 
large vote. Since that time all amendments pro- 
osed to the constitution, except such as have 
een adopted by a recent convention from neces- 
sity, have been propesed in the ordinary consti- 
tutional mode by the Legislature of that State. 
My colleague says it is constitutional to call for 
a convention in that State. 


| 


| 
i 
i] 
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|| purpose of deterring men from joining in these 
|| guerrilla incursions upon our citizens. 
|| deratand, these assessments have been made. A 
i great many men were killed by these raids; a great 
‘| many were taken off and their families left im the 
|| State in poverty and in want; and under the cele- 


ca || brated order No 3, assessments were made by 
| apprehend it is so, | 


because that authority has been exercised on sev- | 


eral occasions. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


is on the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 


souri. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 1 ask for the | 
It is an important ques- | 
| lected or not. 


yeas and nays upon it, 
tion to our people. 
The yeas and nays weve ordered. 
Mr. POWELL. I shall be obliged to the Sen- 
ators from Missouri if one of them will read the 
provision of the constitution of that State which 
regulates the mode and manner of making amend- 
ments to that constitution, 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 
is in these words: 

“ Arr. XU1.—Mode of amending the Constitution. 

“ The General Assembly may, at any time, propuse such 

amendments to this constitution as two thirds of each Llouse 


shall deem expedient, which shall be published in all the 
newspapers published in this State, three several times, at 


|| President requesting him to suspend these mili- 
|| tary assessments, or rather the collection of the 
, money; and there is a controversy in my State as 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. T 


| become of them. 
\| in cold blood, or whether they were taken to south- 
| ern bastiles or dungeons, we do not know; we can- 


|, ities in the State, which were to be paid to the |} him. 
|; families of individuals who had thus been killed 

















and | guerrilla raids were made, individuals were assas- || himself to relieve another. 
|| sinated merely because they were Union men. In 

|| a great many counties in the State, numbers of | 
|| our Union citizens were arrested and taken away, 


Mr. POWELL. 1 will ask the Senator, if he 
will allow me, if those persons were tried in any 
military court, or were they shot merely at the 
instigation of General MeNeil ? 

Mr. HENDERSON. They were tried before 
the provost marsha of the district. Evidence was 
taken against them as to whether they had been 
guilty of a forfeiture of their parole or not, and 
they were found guilty, and afterwards shot. It 
is true, as stated by the Senator from Virginia— 
and it was on that ground that | made my ob- 
jections to the act—that the order itself speeified 
that they were to be shot, unless a certain genile- 
man, who had then been recently arrested at Pal- 
myra, should be returned, ‘There is no doubt 
that he was killed, for saven or eight months 
have since elapsed, and we have never heard of 
The order stated that they were to be 
executed unless he was returned. He was a 
warm, decided, and very active Union man. Bat, 
sir, no man was shct by General McNeil who 
had not already forfeited his life, under the ordere 
of the military authorities in Missouri, for forfeit- 
‘| ure of his parole. That is the truth about the 
matter, The ohly objection was, that the order 
did not specify that fact. The reason given by 


and we do not know even to this day what has | 
Whether ghey were murdered 


not telleven at this time what has become of them. 
This order was made, as I understand, for the 


As Lun- 


commissioners appointed by the military author- 


in cold blood. Nowa proposition is before the 


to whether those military assessments shall be col- 
They have been levied; but a por- 
tion of our Union citizens in Missouri are asking 


|, for a stay of execution, believing that these men || the military officer for not doing so is this: if he 
it wij ultimately do better; that they will give up || had changed the order and said, ** | shoot these 
|| their heresy of secession and rebellion and will || men, not because they did not return this man, 


|| become quiet and peaceable citizens. : 
|; many of our best Union men in the State are urg- | 
1 will do so. It |; ing to-day the necessity of once more forgiving || to the people, ‘* you need have no fear about en- 
; them. A large portion of the Union men are urg- | 


|| ing that if they are forgiven, so soon as the leaves || feite 


|| out of the country if they can do it. 


if, at the first session of the General Assembly atter such | 


general election, two thirds of each House shall, by yeas 
and nays, ratify such proposed amendments, they shall be 


valid, to all intents and purposes, as parts of this constitu- | 


tion: Provided, That such proposed amendments shall be 


read on three several days, in each House, as well when the | 


same are proposed as when they are finally ratified.’’ 


Mr. CARLILE. 


sympathy with the Senator who has submitted this | 


motion, and | think it is deserving of the serious 
attention of the Senate. His proposition is that 
you shall afford proper time to these people who 
are to be bound, according to the doctrines laid 
down by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
the other day, in all time te come by the action 
which is to be had. [tis a fuct which I suppose 
will not be controverted, that probably one third 
of the people of Missouri to-day, and the proba- 
bilities are that they will be for the next twelve 
months in the same condition, will not be able to 
participate in these elections. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Why not? 

Mr. CARLILE. How many of the counties 
of your State are now in the possession of the 
Federal Government ? 

Mr. HENDERSON. All of them. 

Mr. CARLILE. Why, sir, | saw itstated, and 
there is to my knowledge now an application be- 
fore the President of the United States merely to 


relieve from these military assessments that we | 


have heard of being made in your Suate such coun- 


|| McNeil, of some ten unoffending citizens of Mis- 
|| souri; but that is not the question to which | de- | 
|| aire to call attention. 


A great i but because they have broken their parole,”’ 
other guerrilla bands would go around and say 


tering our band, because unless you have once for- 
d your parole, there is no, danger; you will 


| come in the spring, they will commence again and || be treated as a prisoner of war when you are 


_ we shall be slaughtered and murdered or taken | eaptured.’’ These men were going around, rob- 


least twelve months before the next general election; and | 


{ 


| 


| anything of these assessments and retaliation by | 
Mr. President, | feel some 


} 


iy 
i} 


|| the Senator, | wish to make a statement right there. 


| 


|| these men who were shot by General McNeil, al- | 


; 


| 


| 
| 
i 
| 


| 
| 





ties as are in such a condition that the laws of | 


Missouri through the civil auihority can be en- 
forced. | have that through a member from Mis- 
souri in the other House. We know that there 
are a portion of the people of the State of Mis- 
souri that are not yet blessed, if blessing it be, with 
the civil authority as administered in Missouri. 

Mr. HENDERSON. | desire to ask the Senator 
from Virginia what county in Missouri is not now 
uader the authority of the Federal Government; 
or,in other words, what county is in the occupa- 
tion of disloyal troops? . 

Mr. CARLILE. Will the Senator from Mis- 
souri, before | reply to his interrogatory, tell me 
why it is that the military are resorting to assess- 
ments upon the citizens ef his State without au- 
thority of law ? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I can state for the satis- 
faction of the Senator from Virginia, that during 
the last summer, when rebel raids were being made 
m our State, an order was issued by the general 
m command at St. Louis that an assessment of 
$5,000 should be levied by military authority in 
each county in the State in which an assassination 


eee 


| 
| 


|| arrested and turned loose, some of them several 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| 


| murders that were committed in the immediate 


|; ous assassinations committed upon Union men in 
|| that section. 


That is the || bing houses every night, and killing individuals 
very controversy now existing in my State; and || in cold blood. Seueieaps of our citizens were 
my people are divided on that subject, as to the || killed in that way; numbers of others were car- 
propriety of collecting these assessments. That || ried off, and we know nothing of them. It was 
is the only question now before the President of || to put down those practices that those men were 
the United States. executed. It is true the order specified that the 

Mr. CARLILE. Mr. President, I do not know || reason for it was that this man had been taken 
off, and unless he was returned they would be 
shot. But, sir, when the military court-martial 
sat to try their case, no man was taken who had 
not already forfeited his life. The objection that 
I had to the proceeding was that General McNeal 
did not specify in his order that they had already 
forfeited their lives in consequence of violating 
their paroles. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There was a still more 
objectionable feature in thatexecution than the one 
| mentioned by the Senator from Virginia. There 
| were, | believe, some seventy or eighty prisoners, 
They had been previously || all arrested for the same alleged offense. They 
selected ten from the seventy or eighty, by ballot, 
times, and they had forfeited their paroles and had || to be executed; so that it was the mere chance of 
been arrested the second, third, or fourth time, || the individual who had to be executed under thie 
afost of them, by General McNeil. The imme- || order. 1| believe that was the case. 
diate cause of their exccution was the numerous Mr. HENDERSON. The Senator from Illi- 
nois is most assuredly mistaken in stating that the 
men who were executed were selected by ballot. 
I have itto the contrary from General MeNeil him- 
| self. I have talked with General McNeil about 
it, and | gave him frankty my objections to the 
whole thing; but when he stated to me all the 
facts, my objections were greatly removed. If the 
Senator has any re that effect 1 should 





levying upon other people pecuniary assessments. 
| have heard of the assassination, by aman named 


Mr. HENDERSON. With the permission of 


He talks about an assassination by General | 
McNeil. I will state that each and every one of 





though | compluned of the act at the time, had 
forfeited his parole. 


neighborhood of Palmyra at the time by these dis- 
loyal people. ‘The Senator says he has heard of 
an assassination committed Ly General McNeil. 
Why, sir, the canse of that thing was the numer- 


I ask the gentleman if he has never 

heard of any assassinations committed upon Union 

men in Missouri? | be very glad to hear it. ave it to the contrary 
Mr. CARLILE. I understand that the order || from onl McNeil himself. 

of General McNeil stated that these men were as- || Mr. RICHARDSON. 





annenemenn —— 


I certainly do not wish 
sassinated because some individual had been taken || to do injustice to General McNeil or the cause in 


which he is engaged. | was so informed by a 
genuleman residing in the town of Palmyra who 
was present upon the occasion. I| shall take the 
trouble to make more diligent inquiry, and if | 
have done him injustice in my belief, of which i 
have been firmly persuaded heretofore, | shali take 


away; not that he had been killed or assassinated; 
| 
| 
| great pleasure on the very first occasion in with- 
| 


and | understand further—if 1 am wrong the Sen- | 
ator will correct me—that one individual at least, 
innocent and harmless, tendered himself as a sac- || 
rifice, and was slaughtered in lieu.of another. 
Mr. HENDERSON. There is not one single | 
word of truth in that statement. I know | have | 
seen it stated in the papers. | know that it was 
published in England, and it came back and went | 
into the New York Times. I wrote te Missouri || Mr. HENDERSON. I will state what hae 
for information on the subject. 1 was cognizant || given rise to the error committed by the Senator 
of the facts at the time they took place; and al- || from Virginia. A day or two after ten of these 
though | was not willing at the moment to justify || men had been selected and evidence taken against 
General McNeil, after | heard all the facts of the | them and they had been condemned to be shot, 
case many of my objections were removed. | will | evidence came in that one of them perhaps was 
tell the Senator that no man offered himself asa || av innocent man,and a reinvestigation was had 
sacrifice for another; and that was thrown in for | in his case. He was set aside, and another man 
the mere purpose of creati rejudice against the || selected who was clearly guilty of having for- 
Union men of Missouri. io isnot one word || feited his parole. Thatgave rise to the report that 


drawing it; for 1 hope Lam mistaken and have 
been misinformed. 
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was shot in the place ofanother. Such 
the country, but it was untrue. 
was set aside by order of the military 
authorities, and another selected who was clearly 
gouty. 

Vir. CARLILE, Of course I have no personal 
knowledge on this subject. All that I have I 
sather from the facts as published in the papers 
of the day; and if it shall turn out that those facts, 
as given to the country throughout the public 
press of the day, are not such as they have been 
represented, | think we shall be doing the Union 
cause, notonly in Missouri but throughout the 
country, very great service. I merely alluded, 
however, to these assassinations for the purpose | 
of showing that there were portions of that State | 
where the civil power was not asserted, and could 
not be asserted, becauge of the peculiar condiuon | 
of the people within it. Now, L ask the Senator 
and lus colleague, if a resolution or a communi- 
cation in regard to these military assessments has 
not come on to the President of the United States 
asking him to confine them, by his order, to such 
portions of the State of Missouri as at the present 
ume are in such a condition that the civil power 
cannot be exerted? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I am not informed 
in relation to the matter either one way or the 
other. 

Mr. CARLILE. 1 will ask the Senator if he 
did not hear a letter rend from a member of his 
Legisiature to that effect? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Yes, sir; I heard 
a letter from Jefferson City read, which stated that 
a resolution had passed in relation to these assess- 
menis, requiring that they should be applied to 
parts of the State where the civil authority could 
not be executed. That letter was from a gentle- 
men who felt « deep interest in the subject. The 
resolution which actually passed the Legislature 
I have not seen. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will make a statement 
on that subject, with the permission of the Sena- 
tor from Virginta About ninety-four of the mem- 
bers of the Legislature senta remonstrance to the 
President a short time ago, remonstrating against 
the suspension of the order imposing these fines 
in Missouri. An order went to Missouri, as I 
understand, suspending temporarily the assess- 
ments that had been made under the order of Gen- 
eral Schofield, issued last summer against these 
assassinauions. The members of the Legislature, | 
as individuals, signed a remonstrance, and sent it | 
on to the President, asking that the assessments 
should go on in all parts of the State. They did 
not confine it to any particular part, nor is the 
order of the President confined to any particular 
part; but the order of the President extended to 
a suspension in every county of the State. The 
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ing forever their faith that those conditions should | 
be observed; and when the proposition was before | 


them, not one man in three, not one voter in three 
within the boundaries proposed to be severed, 


| made his appearance at the’ polls and expressed 


his opinion; and now, what is the condition of 


| that people? They age now engaged through their 


press and their orators, who are discussing this 


|, question before them, in an appeal that military 


| terror may not be exerted to deprive them, when 


| fore it is that I shall vote 


the day comes, from freely and fairly expressing 
their sentiments upon the conditions which you 
have attached to that bill. 

Hence, sir, | feel a lively sympathy with any 
people similarly situated, because the people that 
1 have the honor in part to represent are to-day 
suffering from the same apprehensions. There- 

for the length of time 
proposed by the Senator’s colleague asan amend- 
ment to this bill, and I think that it challenges the 


| support of every member, looking to the fact that 


itis a willing mind and a willing people that he 


| would desire to bind by these conditions. 


Mr. WILLEY. Mr. President, | certainly had 
no design to participate in this discussion, nor 
shall I now, so far as the merits of this bill are 


| concerned, and so far as the State of Missouri is 
' concerned; but | do feel cailed upon to disabuse 





petition of the members of the Legislature is to | 
again put it in force in every county in the State. 
| am not aware that the Legislature has passed 
any resolution on the subject. I know-that a res- 
olution is pending before that bedy on this sub- | 
ject; but | am not aware that any one has ever | 
been passed or any one sent here. I have not 
been notified of it. 

Mr. CARLILE. Mr. President, sufficient has 
been illustrated in this discussion to show that a 
resort is deemed necessary in Missouri to other 
than the eivil power for the purpose of exercis- 
ing ordinary civil jurisdiction. The reason wh 
! advocate the amendment of the Senator's ooh 
league extending the time within which this pledge 
of fanh on the part of the people of Missouri, 
which is to bind that State throughout all time, 
shall be executed, is, that they might have a full 
and free and a fair opportunity to deliberately de- 
cide this question for themselves, free from all out- 
side influences, and free from anything like fear of 
military authority. 

Mr. President, it is a fact known to you and 
known to the country, that in time of civil war, 
such as is now upon us, which is in actual exist- 
ence to a greater or Jess degree in Missouri and in 
my own State, and in the portion of it which is 
soon to be called upon to give a similar vote, the 
people of the country are more or less deterred 
trom participating in the ordinary affairs of gov- 
ernment by virtue of the very existence and pres- 
ence of x military force. Sir, there was a pro 
asition before this body, out of which grew a bill 
to dismember my State, provided the people of 
that State would agree to certain conditions pledg- 
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act of theirs would ¢ 


| the Senate of any fulse impressions that might be 


made on the minds of the Senate by the remagks 
of my colleague. 

Sir, there is not any ground for complaint in 
respect to the interposition of military authority 
or military influence in northwest Virginia. Not 
a man has been kept from the polls in any of our 
elections by the military forces of the United 
States. Nay, sir; in consequence of the presence 
of the military in our midst, hundreds and thou- 
sands have been permitted to go to the polls and 
exercise the right of suffrage freely, that could not 
have been permitted to do so but for the presence 
of the military in our midst. That is the fact, sir; 
and there is not to-day an authenticated instance, 
not one in all northwest Virginia, where any man 
has been kept from exercising the right of suf- 
frage freely as he might see proper. 

I merely make these remarks that a wrong con- 
struction may not be put upon the suggestions 
made by my colleague; that no injury may be done 
to the bill for Missouri by any analogy or reason- 
ing that influences of this character have been 
brought to bear upon the right of suffrage in north- 
west Virginia. 

Mr. CARLILE. I will ask my colleague if he 
does not know that the records show that with- 
in the boundaries proposed to be included within 
this new State, there were cast some forty-seven 
thousand votes at the presidential election in 1860, 
and if he does not know that upon the question 
of a division of the State there were cast but nine- 
teen thoiisand votes? 

Mr. WILLEY. Does my colleague wish an 
answer? 

Mr. CARLILE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLEY. My colleague has stated the 
vote about correctly; perhaps a few oyer rather 
than a few under. But, sir, my colleague is a 
very adroit lawyer; he can state a part of the 
facts, and they look very well. He has stated a 
= of the facts truly. I propose to supply his 
ack of service, and say that on the day of that 
election there were from eight to twelve thousand 
men in the field defending north west Virginia from 
the rebels, who were not only not engaged in pre- 
venting others from voting, but were by their ser- 
vice to the country prevented from voting them- 
selves, and nine tenths of whom, if they had been 
at home, in my honest opinion would have voted 
for the new State. In many of the counties, in 
consequence of the disturbed condition of affairs, 
there was no vote at all; but was that occasioned 
by the presence of Federal soldiers? No, sir, but 
by the presence of rebel soldiers and rebel guer- 
rillas. That was the reason why they did not 
vote, and if the Federal soldiers had been there, 
that difficulty would never have existed. That, 
sir, is the fact in that case. 

Besides, my colleague very well knows that 
those who sympathize with rebellion, and those 
who not only do not want a new State in north- 
west Virginia, but want northwest Virginia in 
the southern confederacy, purposely staid away 
from the election, saying and alleging that by no 
y give countenance or con- 
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sistency to any action of northwest Virginia under 
their reorganized government. The secession vote 
was kept from the polls because they would not 
recognize the proceeding at all; and the vote of 
nineteen thousand in that section was a pure, un- 
adulterated Union vote, and it would have been 
increased, if our soldiers had been at home, per- 
haps from eight to twelve thousand more. That 
is the whole fact in the case. 

Mr. CARLILE. Mr. President, does not my 
colleague know that there was provision made 
allowing the soldiers to vote? 

Mr. WILLEY. Does not my colleague know 
| that they did not vote? , 

Mr. CARLILE. I will answer the question. 
I know that some of them did vote, and the rec- 
ords so show; and I know that there was a pro- 
vision to take their vote; and I know nothing to 
authorize the inference to be drawn that the vote 
would have been any different from what it was; 
and I do not believe that, at that time, there were 
anything like eight thousand or twelve thousand 
men entitled to vote in the Army of the United 
States, and the records will bear me out in my 
construction, I think. 

Further, Mr. President, my colleague says— 
| exactly what I supposed was the ease in Missouri, 
but which | am very much gratified to hear from 
the Senator behind me [Mr. Henperson] is aot 
the case—that, at the time that vote was taken, 
there were many counties included within the 
boundaries of the proposed new State, the people 
of which were in such a distracted condition, by 
virtue of their being in the possession of the con- 
| .federates, that they could not vote. Now, | put 
| it to my colleague, if many of those counties are 
| not in the same condition to-day? 

Mr. WILLEY. I ask my colleague what in 
the world that has to do with the question before 
the Senate? | merely rose to disabuse the Senate 
of any wrong impression that might be construed 
to the prejudice of the bill now pending before the 
Senate, and to do justice to northwest Virginia. 
I think all this discussion itself is out of order. 

Mr. CARLILE. 1 will tell my colleague why 
I participated in this discussion. I[ feel no greater 
interest, so far as this particular bill is concerned, 
than any other individual member of this body; 
but there is a national interest in it, and one which 
will to a greater or less extent affect the nation 
long after the action of this Senate. I am very 
much mistaken if those of us who live a few years 
will not find that it isa question that not only 
does not affect Missouri alone, but affects the 
peace and the harmony of the entire country. My 
principal object, however, was to get from my 
colleague what I'know will be hailed with delight 
by the people we represent, an assurance that 
they have nothing to apprehend from a military 
power, but that they will—those of them, at least, 
who are within the jurisdiction of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, where it has the power 
to assert its authority—be allowed freely, as of 
yore, to exercise their privileges as. voters, and 
vote as their judgment may dictate, when they 
shall be called upon, on the proposition to which 
I have alluded. 

Mr. WILLEY. My colleague may rest as- 
sured that that privilege will be granted to every 
freeman in northwest Virginia, without let and 
without hinderance. 

Mr.CARLILE. That assurance I am glad to 
obtain. I know it will be gratifying to the peo- 
ple who will shortly be called upon to exercise 
this privilege. But, sir, | had another object in 
view. IL thought that if I found Missouri sim- 
ilarly sitaated to northwestern Virginia to-day, 
— I might calculate on the codperation of 

er members as well as others upon a proposition 
which | have had in my mind to introduce into 
this body to prolong and fix a time when this vote 
shall be taken, so as to give to the people of the 
counties who are included within the boundaries 
of the proposed new State an opportunity to ex- 
| press their opinion on the bill to which 1 have 
alluded. Sir, it is a fact known I presume to the 
Senate, that the residence and home of one of the 
| men who now represent the State of Virginia in 
the confederate congress is included within our 
proposed boundaries. He resides in a county 
' that has never been in our possession, and is not 

to-day in our possession, and there is no proba- 

bility that it will be in our possession within the 

time that will be fixed for taking the vote of the 
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people who are to be bound by this proposition 
ypon it; and it was with a view of laying a foun- 
dation for the action of the Senate upon a proposi- 
tion which | propose to introduce, if I can find 
that it is likely to meet with the favor of Congress, 
in order to fix a day, a day so far in the future 
that we may reasonably expect that all the coun- 
try, at eats Pinas to be included within the 
boundaries of the new State will have an oppor- 
tunity of voting freely their sentiments upon the 
ill. 
Or. POWELL. I think, sir, that the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri 
ought to be adopted, for I feel very confident the 
ople of Missouri cannot have sufficient time 
within one year to meet the requirements of their 
constitution on this subject. It requires a Legis- 
jature to pass an amendment to the constitution, 
and then a Legislature elected afterwards to reaf- 
firm it and pass it by a two thirds majority, as I 
understand the clause which has been read. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Allow me to interrupt 
the Senator. My colleague did not read another 
clause of our constitution contained in the bill of 
rights, where there is a provision which bears on 
this subject. Iam aware that our constitution 
can be amended as a matter of convenience by two 
thirds of one Legislature proposing an amendment, 
and two thirds of the next General Assembly, 
elected two years thereafter, adopting it; but that 
is not the only mode in which our constitution 
can be amended. Our constitution may be re- 
modeled and amended by a convention. We have 
called conventions under the article in the bill of 
rights to which I referred on several occasions, and 
two years ago the rebels of Missouri considered 
it amply sufficient authority to call a convention 
which would have power to take the State entirely 
out of the Union; and surely if they had the power 
in defiance of the Constitution of the United States 
to take the State out under this provision, it gives 
us power to call a convention tor the purpose of 
considering this subject. The clause is in these 
words: 

“That the people of this State have the inherent, sole, 
and exclusive right of regulating the internal government 
and police thereof, and of altering and abolishing their con- 


stitution and form of government whenever it may be ne- 
cessary to their safety and happiness.’’ 


Mr. POWELL. I feel very well satisfied that 
within one year the people of the State of Mis- 
souri would not have the time to amend their con- 
stitution in the mode indicated by the clause of the 
constitution last read by the Senator. They would 
have to elect a convention, and the convention 
would have to adopt amendments to the constitu- 
tion; and the presumption is that the convention 
in Missouri would follow the precedents of most 
of the States that have altered or amended their 
constitutions for many years past—by submitting 
their action to the people for ratification. I know 
that the convention when called will not be com- 
pelled to do that; but that I believe has been the 
een practice in all the States for many years 

ack. 

Iam satisfied that the limitation to the short 
period of one year is proposed by those who wish 
to interfere with this local institution in the State 
of Missouri because they have now an emancipa- 
tion Legislature. I have no doubt, with the lim- 
ited knowledge I have of the mode in which that 
Legislature was elected, that if it had been sub- 
mitted to the fair, free suffrage of the people of 
Missouri, noemancipation Legislature would now 
be convened in her capital. That Legislature, in 
my judgment, was elected by the bayonet. I have 
information sufficient to convince me of that fact. 
Gentlemen of integrity have told me that they saw 
soldiers thrust the voters from the polls in some 
instances. 

Mr. HENDERSON. In what county ? | 
Mr. POWELL. In counties toward St. Jo- 
seph. I donot know the names of your counties, | 
but the gentleman to whom I refer resides in the 
neighborhood of St. Joseph. | have no doubt that 
| 
| 


this Legislature was elected by the power of the 
bayonet. If it were not, the Senators who advo- 
cate this bill would have nothing to lose by giving 
the people a chance to have an unbiased vote on 
the subject. In my judgment, when their consti- 
tution shall be mavcnded 80 as to affect a great in- 
terest like this, if they were left to their free, un- 
biased choice, the convention would submit their | 
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vention will have the power to do or to leave un- H 
done, as it may elect. But the Senator has indi- || 
cated enough this morning to prove to me that that | 
State to-day is under the power of the military, | 
that the civil authorffies are overthrown. He | 
speaks of assessments made there by military com- | 
manders to pay persons who he says were deprived | 
of their property by guerrillas. Task you, sir, if | 
that is not an overthrow of the constitution and | 
of the laws of the State of Missouri and of the | 
Union, too?’ What power has any military com- | 
mander to make an assessment of that kind for | 
any purpose? That military commander who does | 
it overthrows the Constitution and the laws of his | 
country, and is unworthy, in my judgment, to | 
bear a commission in the service of the United | 
States. I hold that every true and loyal soldier | 
will so demean himself as to be in submission to 
the civil authorities of the country. The very 
genius of our government requires it. I believe 
it is incorporated in nearly all the constitutions of | 
the States that the military shall be in subordina- | 
tion to the civil power. Do we not know, sir, that 
the military in the State of Missouri have made 
these unconstitutional assessments? If the civil | 
»ower were in the ascendency that never could | 
hove been done. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to submit one || 
fact to the Senator from Kentucky, with his per- || 
mission. He has on many occasions deemed it || 
necessary to reflect very harshly upon military j 
operations in my State.” I can state to him very || 
frankly that a great many things have been done || 
in my State that, if 1 were practicing at the bar | 
there, or were in my office called upon to givean || 
opinion as to whether they were constitutional or | 
even just, 1 could not say they were; but that || 
Senator ought to know very well that it has been |! 
a contest in the State of Missouri as to which || 
arty should be driven out. Now, I will state to || 
fim a fact, and a notorious fact, that General |} 
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Sterling Price, whoatan early day had command of || 
the rebels from my State, when he was driven into | 
southwest Missouri, issued a proclamation calling | 
ner, urging as an inducement that there were three 
hundred million dollars’ worth of property in Mis- 
souri belonging to Union citizens, which they 
could take and divide amongstthem. That public 

roclamation went forth to the world, and was used 

y the rebels of Missouri as an inducement to en- 
list in hisservice. Now,I say that | am justified | 
in using any means wiatever that are within the | 
Constitution, or that can be justified by public | 
law, or that can be justified by any of the usual 
modes of self-defense, in putting down operations 
of that character. 

Much has been said upon this floor about sviz- | 
ing citizens. If it becomes a question as to | 
whether | am to be incarcerated, or another man | 
is to be incarcerated, | prefer seizing upon the | 
other party to being seized myself. Does not the | 
Senator know that it has been continually the case | 
for the last two years that Union citizens in Mis- 
souri were constantly in danger of being arrested? 
We in self-defense had to arrest other men who 
were attempting to arrest us. [ do not rise for 
the purpose of justifying everything that has been 
done in Missouri, but I do rise for the purpose of | 
stating, and I now repeat, that if it is to come to | 
a war as to whether the rebels or the Union men 
of Missouri shal! retain the State, I am willing to | 
use any means necessary for the expulsion of the 
rebels. Sir, we have granted them every privi- | 
lege that men could grant consistently with their | 
own self-defense. We have yielded everything | 
tothem. We have forgiven them again and again. 
When we had them in our power we yielded to 
them, and they have only used the time in or- | 


upon the rebels of that State to come to his ban- | 
| 





ganizing new power and new influences in order 
tocrush us in the State. Now, sir, | say that we 
havea perfect right to use against them the means 
that they are using againstus. When they come 
to arrest me, I will arrest them in self-defense, if 
Lean. When they boldly proclaim that they will 
drive us from the State, we, in self-defense, rather | 
than be driven out, have the right, like the drown- | 
ing man on the plank, to drive them out. This is | 
a plain proposition, and the Senate understands it. | 

Mr. ELL. Mr. President, I am really | 
obliged to the Senator for his speech, for if I had | 





had any doubt as to whether the people of Mis- | 
souri were in a condition to have’a free exercise 


action for ratification to the people. That the con- || of their rights and privileges, the Senator’s speech 
¢ 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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would have removed it, because the very fe: 
that he has detailed show to us very clearly thay 


the people there are certainly not in a condition 


now to have a free vote on this most momentous 
question, I condemn, as the Senator would, the 
actings artd doings of the confederates, if they 
seized peaceable, unoffending citizens of Missouri 
and carried them captive from their homes, It is 
wrong, and I condemn it as much as the Senator 
does. J am not now speaking of those illegal 
arrests. I condemn them wherever they are made, 
whether by the Federal or confederate authorities. 
They are all wrong. They are an overthrow of 
the Constitution of the country and a violation of 
the personal rights of the citizen. But, sir, }am 
perfectly satisfied from all the information | have 
concerning things in the State of Missouri—and 
it is a very unfortunate state of things—that the 
people cannot have within one yeara free exercise 
of their will upon this matter. [ do know, as far 
as I can know anything from what I hear and 
what I read, that the present emancipation Legis- 
lature of Missouri were not sleuted by the free 
suffrages of that people. I will read one of the 
orders of General Merrill to the voters, which has 
been placed in my hands within a few minutes, 
and which.was presented to the House of Repre- 
sentatives by Mr. Harz, a member of Congress in 
that House from the State of Missouri. If find it 
contained in a speech of Mr. Norton, of Missouri. 
I will read the context. During the delivery of 
Judge Norron’s speech, my colleague in the other 
House [Mr. Wicxutrre] interrogated him thus: 

“Tf the gentleman will allow me, I desire to say that f 
saw published in the newspapers of Missouri, pending the 
recent election, a handbill purporting to have been issucd by 
one of these miserable provost marshals or commissioners 
of assessment or some such person, stating thatthe people 
of that district, if they wanted to avoid being assessed under 
his powers, to pay for damages said to have been committed 
by secessionists, had better go to the polls and vote for the 
nominees of the military authorities. Was that a forgery, 
or is it a fact that such a paper was issued ?”” 

Mr. Norton continued: 


“T have no personal knowledge upon the subject matter 
of the inquiry made by the gentieman from Kentucky. 

“Mr. Hatt. The circumstance occurred inimy district. 

“Mr. Wackuirre. Give us the facts then. 

“Mr. Hatt. I am told that the same thing occurred in 
other parts of the State. I only speak of my own district. 
Here is a circular that was issued in one county in my dis- 
trict, and I am advised that a similar course was pursued in 
other counties: 

Generat MERRILL’s Onvers. 
Voters, read! read!! read!!! 
41 disloyalists and sympathizers to be assessed ! ! ! 

The sub-committee of assessment for Marion county has 
been appointed by General Merrill, and the work,of levying 
and collecting will immediately commence. 

Parties whose loyalty has been in the least suspected here- 
tofere wttt now find it very difficult to escape assessment, 
unless they can show a record unquestionably and unequiv- 
ocally for the Government, sustaining it inall its measures 
for putting down the rebellion. ‘To vote for men opposed to 
the policy of the Government is adisioyal act. Every such 
voter places himself on the disloyal list, and becomes a 
proper subject for taxation, under the following rules. You, 
then, who would escape taxation, must vote right on ‘Tues~ 
day! A word to the wise is sufficient. 

** Then follows the order of assessment.”’ 


Now, sir, with such orders as that issued and 
posted up in the various counties, will any gentle- 
man contend that there was anything like a free 
election in the State of Missouri? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire, right here, be- 
fore the Senator proceeds any further, to ask him, 
in all sincerity, if he has any evidence whatever 
that General Merrill ever issued such an order? 
Is that among the series of orders of General Mer- 
riil or any other millitary commander in my State? 
Does the Senator assert that to be so? 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator must know that 
I have no personal knowledge on the subject. 
What I have stated indicates that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Isit signed by a military 
commander or anybody else? 

Mr. POWELL. I stated distinctly the authority 
on which I gave it. It is given on the authority 
of the gentleman’s colleague, Judge Haut, a high- 
ly intelligent gentleman, who is well known to me 
and to him. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Does he state thatit was 
signed by any military commander in that State, 
or emanated from any military commander? 

Mr. POWELL. I have just read Judge Hatu’s 
statement. I will read it over again, that the Sen- 
ator may see exactly what his colleague states. 

Mr. RICHARD N. With the permission 
of the Senator from Kentucky, I will state in 
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reply to the Senator from Missouri that an order 
was iasued by General Merrill, and it was enforced 


le a 





at oneof the precincts lying just across the river | 


from where l hive 
Mr. HENDERSON. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 


now, 


What was the order? 

| cannot state its ierms 
‘The Senator is aware that I called on him 
this morning for a copy of it, and he told me that 


he had pieert his copy before the President. 1 | 


inquired of him for the order because I desired to 
get the information before the Senate and the 
country. I hope I shall be able to get it before 
this debate closes. IJ think itisatmy house, and 
1 shall endeavor to produce it, 


Mr. HENDERSON. I have seen this thing 


before, and | have heard a good deal about orders || 


having been issued by the military officers in Mis- | 
sourit. Sir, we in Missouri are, unfortunately, 
like a great many gentlemen in every part of the 
country; we are filled to the brim with party feel- | 
ing, and we are entitled to be partisans in Mis- 
souri as mucli, | suppose, as any other place in 
the world; and some of us, in our efforts to ad- 
vance and promote party interests, have lost sight 
entirely of our country. I have no doubt that 
parties did put up those handbiils to frighten in- 
dividuals from the polls; | have no doubt it was 
done on both sides; but I will state to the Senator 
from Kentucky that an order was issued by the 
Governor of the State, with not less than seventy 
thousand enrolled militia, fully armed, all over the 
State, that every man should be protected in his 
right of voung. IL never heard of any order to the 
Every man, at least under the military 
orders of my Governor, was entitled to the full 
and free exeveise of the elective franchise. All | 
these things were used simply by partisans at 
the polis in order to accomplish their ends. The 
military authorities in that State ought not to be 
held respe»sible for parusan tricks exercised by 
one party against another. ‘This is the trath, I | 
have no doubt. General Merrill issued no order 
on the subject, that Lam aware of. I[ hope that | 
this statement will be satisfactory. 

Mr. POWELL. ‘This order, I suppose, was 
signed by the sub-committee of ussesament for 
Marion county, who had been appointed by Gen- 
eral Merrill. The reeitations im the document it- 
self clearly indicate that itis. [tis headed ** Gen- 
éral Merrill’s order,” &c.y and whether it was 
done by the authority of General Merrill or not, 
whether these persons transcended his authority, 
makes no difference; it had its effect upon the 
voters. ‘The satraps of power were there; they 
were there telling the people, under General Mer- 
rill’s orders, that anless they voted the emanci- 


contrary. 


| mistaken. 


| so 





ident’s proclamation should be arrested. That is 
the logic of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Did he say they were 
arrested because they voted for him? 
Mr. POWELL. So | u@dersiood; but I will 
read it again. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let us hear it. 
Mr. POWELL. ‘1 will give the language of | 
Judge Hauu: 


“T am also advised—and [ have evidence of the fact of | 
whieh there is no doubt—that men were arrésted on voting 
for me, on the ground, [ suppose, that [ was opposed to the | 
President’s proclamation. No other charge of disloyalty has 


ever been made against me in that district that I am aware 
of.” 


| 
| 
| 
| 





Mr. Hatt says distinctly they were arrested for 
voting for him. | 


Mr. HENDERSON. No; he says he supposed 
Mr. POWELL. No, my dear friend; you are 


I will read it again: 
**f am also advised—and I have evidence of the fact of | 


| which there is no donbt—that men were arrested on voting | 


| President’s proclamation. 


rested on the ground that he was disloyal because | 


| dates would be considered as disloyal, and that 


pation ticket, the ticket in faver of the President, | 


they would be assessed. | will read a further 
extract from the gentleman’s colleague, Judge 
Haut: 


for me, on the ground, I suppose, that | was opposed to the 
President’s prochwunation. Neo ather charge of disloyalty has 
ever been made againat me in thatdistuct that lam aware 


of.’? 


Why, sir, they seem to think im that district 


that a gentleman is disloyal because he opposes | 
the President’s proclamation, Here is the Sena- | 


tor’s colleague, in his place in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, declaring that persens were abso- 
lutely arrested for voting for him, and that the 
only charge of disloyalty made against him [Judge 
Hau] was that he was opposed to the President’s 
proclamation. 
Mr. HENDERSON. 
to Congress again; and if that be true, a majority 
of the voters in his district are now m™ prison. 
Mr. POWELL. I kvow that Mr. Haut was 
elected to Congress. He does not say that all who 


voted for him were arrested; but some were ar- 
rested. 


Mr. HENDERSON. No doubt they ought to 
have been; not for that act, but for others. 

Mr. POWELL. No doubt the Senator thinks 
they ought to have been. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Not for voting for Judge 
Hart. 
~ Mr. POWELL. 
arrested for voting forhim,and that theonly charge 
of disloyalty against him was that he oppesed the 


i 


| less interfered with by force of arms. 


Judge Haut says they were | 
erate or Union soldiers. Why, sir, it may be that 


Preaideut’s p: oclamation; and so if the gentleman || 


really thinks they ought to have been arrested on 
this statement, he is of the opinion thata man who 
would vote fora geatleman who opposed the Pres- | 


for me, on the ground, | suppose, that | was opposed to the 
No other charge of disloyalty 


has ever beew made against me in that district that I am 
aware of.’ 


Mr. Haut says they were arrested. 
Mr. GRIMES. He supposes so. 
Mr. POWELL. He supposes they were ar- | 


he was opposed to the President’s proclamation. 
However, that does not matter. These facts go 
clearly to show that you cannot have a free elec- 
tion now in the State of Missouri, or could not 
at that time; and from the public accounts | can- 
not see that things are much better there now. 
But is it not right, is it not proper, if you de any- 
thing of this kind, to allow the people sufficient 
lume to meet this grave question and decide it in 
an unbiased manner without the fear of bayonets 
or taxes? We do know that illegal assessments 
have been made upon these people; and we do 
know, atleast upon the authority of Judge Havt, | 
that posters were put up in his district saying that | 
men who did not vote for the Governmefit candi- 


they would be assessed. Does any gentleman 
doubt that that was an interference with elections; 
that it might have controlled them, and I dare say | 
it did control them in many cases. If the people 
of Missouri really desive to interfere with this 
domestic institution in their State, they have the 
right to do it; and Congress, if it does anything | 
in the matter, should not ix a limitation of time | 
so as to prevent their free action. That much is | 
due to the sovereignty of the people, to the people | 
who are to be affected by it. 

I intend, Mr. President, before this bill passes, 
to give my views at some length to the Senate 
/ 
} 


|| why L am opposed to it, and utterly opposed to 
* Tam also advised--and I have evidence of the fact of j 


which there is no doubt—that men were arrested on voting |; merely give these reasons why 1 shall vote for | 


it. I will not enter into that discussion now. I | 


the proposition of the Senator from Missouri, | 
[Mr. Wursen,] to strike out twelve months, and | 
put in a longer time, because I am confident, | 
trammeled as they are by the constitution of | 
Missouri, that they cannot within a year have | 
the time to do it with that calm deliberation | 
which a subject of this grave moment demands. | 
[ am confident, also, that as things now are in | 
Missouri, the elective franchise will-be more or 

i 

} 


l know 


something of the condition of Missouri. | admit 


| that the Senator’s [Mr. Henperson’s} informa- 


Mr. Hatt was clected |! tion is more minute than mine. 


But, sir, I do | 
know that that people are much torn; | do know | 
that the military authority there has overthrown | 
the Constitution, and overthrown the rights and 
civil liberties of the citizen. We know that; and 
the fact that the Southerners have done the same | 
thing does not, by any means, relieve the ple | 
from the just apprehension of interference by the 
military. Now,sir, whether they were interfered 
with by the confederate soldiers, or Union sol- | 
diers, would be immaterial to me. Either is an | 
interference. This is a matter which the people | 
of Missouri should have the privilege to decide, | 
without any let or hinderance from either confed- 


in the course of the revolution the confederates | 
may 
State, and then they may coerce the 


; ple to 
vote against this proposition. 


Would that be | 


right? No, sir; i would be quite as wrong as | 
. 


get back and recover a large portion of that 
' 
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for the Federal soldiers to coerce them to vote 
their ticket. Such is the unsettled condition of 
things there, that, in my judgment, within one 
year the people cannot have the time to consider 
this matter in that calm and deliberate manner 
that they should. Hence | shall favor the mo. 
tion of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr.Wursoy, 
to strike out one year and to extend the time. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Before this vote 
is taken | desire to offer some reasons why in my 
opinion the time should be extended. This bil] 
proposes to dispose of a vast interest belonging 
to the people of Missouri. That interest, a; 
the commencement of this rebellion, was worth 
$80,000,000. It is now proposed to dispose of that 
great interest of the people of Missouri in a sum. 
mary manner; and in the short period of twelve 
months this whole result is to be accomplished. 
It is proposed to pay to the people of the State of 
Missourt for this vast amount of property—for so 
I esteem it, so it is esteemed by the constitution 
of my State—the sum of $20,000,000 in five per 
cent. bonds of the United States. These bonds, 
Lam advised to-day, cannot be cashed fora greater 
sum than $9,000,000. When I say cashed, | mean 
that that is the sum that can be obtained for them 
in coin. This large amount of property is to be 
taken from the people of the State of Missouri, 
because it amounts to that if this bill be passed, 
for that small pittance. Now, I desire that this 
whole question shall go back to the people of the 
State of Missouri, because | have no fear in as- 
serting to you here to-day that the majority of the 
legal voters of the State of Missouri have never 
consented to this proposition, or any similar one. 
it was submitted at the last session of Congress, 
as all will remember, by a message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the two Houses of 
Congress. It was then connected with a scheme 
of colonization, which proposed to rid the people 
entirely of this black population if they should 
be turned loose from their masters. But in the 
bill which is now presented there is no provision 
whatever for deportation. 

The people of Missouri were told that they 
were to be compensated to the full value of their 
slaves, as their constitution provides and secures 
to them, and then at the expense of the United 
States that those slaves were to be removed from 
the limits of the State. The subject has never 
been discussed before the people of Missouri to 
any extent, except, perhaps, in the single county 
of St. Louis and a few other counties in the neigh- 
borhood in which my colleague resides. It cer- 
tainly was not discussed generally before the 
people of the State; and of the candidates for the 
Legislature who declared in favor of emancipation, 
their views about it were as various as you can 
imagine; but I never heard a single candidate for 
cekenuipen who was in favor of emancipation 
say other than that he was opposed to any scheme 
of emancipation unleag deportation was counected 
with it. My colleague made a speech in Mis- 
souri which was circulated to some extent among 
the people of the State—an able speech I admitit 
was—in which he discussed the question of eman- 
cipation and of deportation or colonization. If 1 
recollect his speech correctly—I have not a copy 
of it with me—he insisted upon colonization as 
part of the scheme, and so did every orator that | 
heard speak on the stump in favor of emancipa- 
tion in the State of Missouri. 

Now, Mr. President, look at the consequences 
that are to result from the passage of this bill. [ 
have no such attachment to the institation of sla- 
very as would induce me to stand by it under all 
circumstances; but L ask you to look at the con- 
sequences of the passage of this act, if it is to be 
carried out in Missouri, as I infer that it is, in- 
stantly. One hundred thousand people are to be 
turned out from their homes; fifty, sixty, or per- 
haps seventy thousand of those people incapable 
of supporting themselves. They are to be thrown 
upon society as a burden, and provided for, with 
no home, no one to care for them; and all this is 
to be done without the consent, and almost with- 
out the knowledge, of a large proportion of those 
people. 

Mr. President, the people of Missouri should 
determine on this great measure of emancipation; 
they have the power in their hands, and they 
ought to exercise it, Do you suppose that this 
measure will give satisfaction to the people of Mis- 
souri when they have been told by every Admin- 
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istration, by every party that has held power in | States, in behalf of those men in Missouri who || sideration of the members of Congress who rep- 


this great Government for years past, that this 
uestion of slavery belonged exclusively to the 
Based, and that you had no right to interfere with 
it either directly or indireetly? When the people | 
of Missouri are told that they must give up their 
property for a nominal price, that they must bind 
themselves to abrogate a particular article in their 
constitution forever, and agree that they will never 
exercise a power which is expressly granted in 
their constitution for all time to come, do you sup- | 
pose it will materially reconcile them to your act? || 

I havé heard a great deal said in this Hall 
against slaveholders. Excuse me if I say a word 
in their defense. 1 do not undertake to say what 
has been the cause of this rebellion in many of 
the States of the Union; but in Missouri, let me 
tell you, the slaveholders are not responsible for | 
the rebellion there. If it had not been for the 
slaveholders of Missouri that State to-day would 
be engaged in the southern rebellion; for it would 
be connected with the southern confederacy. Ican 
establish this fact by my colleague, with whom | 
I have acted throughout the whole of this unfor- 
tunate controversy in the State of Missouri. As 
has been remarked by him here to-day, aconven- | 
tion was called by the secessionists to take the || 
State of Missouri out of the Union. My col- 
league and myself had the honor to be members 
of that convention. The whole number of its || 
members was ninety-nine, and eighty-five of them || 
were slaveholders. They stood by the Union, by | 
the flag of their fathers, and by their country, in | 
opposition to the secessionists. In doing so, do | 

ou suppose that they had no sacrifices to make? | 
Bo you suppose that they could turn their backs | 
on the graves of their ancestors; that they could || 
array themselves, in many cases, against their 
own sons and brothers, who were in arms against 
the country, without some feeling? Is it to be 
aupposed that they are less or more than human? 
All this was done; but, on a future occasion, I 
could narrow this down, if it were desirable. Af- 
terwards, in a great crisis in the affairs of Mis- 
souri, the destiny of that great State at one time | 
depended on the will of a single individual, and 
that individual wasa slaveholder. He determined 
on the side of the Union, and thereby retained 
the State in the Union. 

I mal® these remarks, Mr. President, because I 
know that some gentlemen here have thought that 
no good thing could come from a slavehokler. 

Lam not disposed to go into the late elections 
in Missouri; but I will state facts which will go 
far to convince you that this time ought to be ex- | 
tended, and that the people of Missouri, who have 
stood by the Union in all its vicissitudes, in all 
its trials, who have been sincerely and honestly 
attached to this great Union, should be consulted, 
and that time and opportunity should be given to 
them to be heard upon this great question which 
so much interests them. At the recent election, 
whatever may have been the cause, but a very | 
limited vote was cast. But a bare majority of the | 
whole number of votes in the State was given to | 
the candidates for Congress. Out of a vote of | 
one hundred and sixty T codiies two years ago, | 
eighty-six thousand were all that the candidates | 
for Congress on both sides of this question could | 
parade, both for emancipation and against eman- | 
cipation, at the recent election; and if you come | 
down to the legislative vote, you will find that 
sixty-seven members, a majority of our House 
of Representatives, were elected and hold their 
present position by the votes of less than one | 
fifth of the voters of Missouri. I have the figures | 
here to show it. 5 

For these reasons, without impeaching the con- 
duct of any man in Missouri, or out of it, I say 
that this great question should be submitted to 
that people; and time ought to be extended and 
opportunity given them to be heard, if you intend 
to do them justice; and that is allfask. I ask 
simply that this question may be submitted to the 
people ef Missouri for their determination, and if 
they decide that slavery shall be abolished within 
the limits of our State, 1 will say amen, and abide 
by it cheerfully, ey: But here is a propo- 
sition which looks to the uprooting of this insti- | 
tution, with all its vastcon 


uences, withintwelve 


months, because we know that if this bill shall be | 
ree by Congress, it is the intention that it shall | 

@xectited in our State. We know that; and 
therefore I appeal to the Congress of the United | 





| ell, Richardson, Wall, and Wilson of Missouri—®. | 


| to be paid for each slave. I move to strike out || Kentucky allow me? 
| of the first section of the amendment of the com- || 
‘i 


|| mittee, these words: 


hold this description of property by and in ac- 


| cordance with the Constitution of the country, to | 


resented the border slave States. He still ad- 
heres to that interpretation of the measure, and 


stand by and see that justice is done them upon || he has given the most satisfactory and conclusive 


this greatoccasion, Without entering into the mat- 
ters of dispute between my colleague and the Sen- 





ator from Kentucky, enough is known about the | 


election in Missouri to assert that a minority of 
the people, a minority of the legal voters, now | 
control the destiny of that State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


is on the amendment of the Senator from Mis- | 


nays have been ordered. 
he question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 8, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs Carlile, Davis, Kennedy, Nesmith, Pow- 


souri, [Mr. Wixson,] upon which the yeas and | 


NAYS—Messers. Anthony, Arnold, Chandter, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Dixon, Doolittie, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Harding, Harlan, Harris, Uendersoa, Hicks, King, Lane of 
Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morrill, Pomeroy, Sanmer, Ten | 
Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Willey, Wilmot, and Wilson of Massa- 
clusetts—27. 


| 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- | 


jected. 1] 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I now move to || 


strike out the provision which limits the amount 


And provided further, That said bonds in their aggregate | 
amount shall not exceed the sum of $300 for each siave 


| evidence upon that point that it was possible for 
| him to give, for at the commencement of the 
present session, in his annual message to Con- 
gress, he recommends an amendment of the Con- 
, stitution of the United States which shall confer 

upon Congress the power to pass this measure. 
| | voted for the resolution, understanding it as the 
President afterwards explained it, in the confer- 
ence to which I have referred. 

I have always been of the opinion, and T am 
yet, that when any State of this Union spontane- 
ously, of her own free will, determines to eman- 
cipate her slaves, then, in the form of colonizing 
these slaves, the United States ought to give that 


| 
| 


|, State aid, and ought to codperate in every legiti- 


mate manner to transport the negroes that are thus 
liberated from the State and from the United States. 

Now, sir, | desire to learn, a8 a matter of favor, 
from any gentleman who advocates this measure, 
where and what is the power that Congress has 
to pass it. Will they point to the provision of 
| the Constitution which authorizes it! 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 


Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator will find it 
in that same clause which allows the appropriation 


emancipated under the provisions of this act and the act of || to colonize. 


emancipation to be passed by the State of Missouri in pur- 
suance thereof. 

Mr. POWELL called for the yeas and nays; | 
and they were ordered, and being taken—resulted 
—yeas 9, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Davis, Kennedy, Latham, Nesmith, 
Powell, Rice, Wall, Willey, and Wilson of Missou: i—9 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Arnold, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Dixon, Doolittic, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Harding, Harlan, Uarris, Henderson, Hicks, King, Lane of 


Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morrill, Pomeroy, Sherman, | 


Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wilmot, and Wilson of Mas- 
sachusetts—27. 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it is perfectly ap- 


parent that this measure is to pass. Notwith- | 


standing that foregone conclusion, | will oecupy 
the attention of the Senate a few minutes in oppo- 


sition to it. [ have been unable to find any au- || 


thority by which Congress can appropriate money 
for this object. When the subject was up last, many 
gentlemen assumed that Congress had pledged it- 
self by voting for the resolution which the Presi- 
dent of the United States recommended in con- 
nection with this subject, to sustain the measure. 
1 was one of those who voted for that resolution, 
and I now intend toshow why I was not pledged 


to the supportof this measure by having voted for | 


the resolution which the President recommended 


to theadoption of Congress. Here is his accompa. | 


nying message, and the resolution which he rec- 
ommended to Congress is in these words: 


“ Resolved, That the United States ought to eo%jperate || 


with any State which may adopt gradual abolishment of 
slavery, giving to such State pecuniary aid to be used by 
such State in its diseretion, to compensate for the incon- 
venience, public and private, produced by such change of 
system.”? 

Whose measure was this? Who conceived it? 
Who endeavored to enforce it upon the favorable 
consideration of Congress? It was the President. 


| On this subject he asked for a conference of the | 


members of both Houses of Congress from the 
border slave States, and we held that conference 
with him, and he explained to us the nature of 


his proposition. Jt was suggested to him in the | 
course of that conference by members from some | 
of the States that it was not competent for Con- | 


gress to pass such a measure, that jt had no con- 
stitutional power to pass it. He said, in reply: 
‘** | do not offer it as a practical measure. I com- 
mend it to your consideration as a sentiment.”’ 


To use his own phrase, which [ heard, and which || 


some twenty-five other gentlemen heard, ‘* I do 
not assume that Congress has the power to pass 
such a measure, but the Constitution could be 
amended to give it. 1 do notoffer it to you to be 
sustained as a practical measure; | commend it to 
your consideration as a proposition which | desire 

ou to lay before the people of your respective 

tates.”” It was in that sense, and in that sense 
alone, that the President of the United States 
commended this sentiment to the favorable con- 


Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator point me to 

that clause ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I under- 
|| stood the Senator from Kentucky to say, a mo- 
| mentago, that he thought the United States ought 
| to aid, and he was in favor of their aiding, when 
|| Kentucky abolished slavery, to deport the slaves. 
(| Mr. DAVIS. tam sull of that opinion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If he is, | will tell him that 

he will find the authority to free the slaves in the 

sume clause of the United States Constitution in 

which he finds the authority to aid in taking them 
|| out of the country. 
|| Mr. DAVIS. I understand the astute rentle- 
\| man from Illinois; there is no such claase in 
|| the Constitution; but the Constitution could be 
|| amended, as the President recommended, to put it 
|| there. You know, sir, that there is no such clause 
| in the Constitution; otherwise you would quote it. 
|| laskthegentieman,and | ask any gentleman, to re- 
|| fer me to the clause ofthe Constitution thatconfers 
\| this power. The gentleman is a lawyer, of large 
| practical experience; he is an old Democratic eun- 
|| ning statesman; and he finds it very convenient to 
|| make a dodge, as | have no doubt he has frequently 
|| done heretofore. But, sir, [ gave my consent to 
|| this serttiment, this principle of giving assistance to 


|| the States that would emancipate their slaves, just 
as the President of the United States did when he 
asked Congress to take the steps to amend the 
|, Constitution to give them that power. Until such 
an amendment as that is made the power does not 
exist inthe instrument. If it did, the learned and 
|| able gentleman from Illinois could give me the pro- 
\| vision of the Constitution that conferred the power. 
\| | have considered and reflected upon this subject 
| for Jong past years; and the gentleman can no more 
| involve mein an inconsistency for the postion that 
‘| [have taken than he can involve the President in 
\| it. What, sir, said the President in his conference 
|| with the border State members of Congress? He 
| said this, in the most distinct terms—he did all the 
|| talking himself, mostly: ** | concede and recognize 
fully the property of a slave owner in his slaves. 
If | carn a thousand dollars and invest it in land, 
and another man earns a thousand dollars and in- 
vests it in a negro man, he has as indefeasible a 
| right to his slave as | have to my land.” Well 
|| now, sir, that is the only sanction of property thet 
|| we have ever claimed in relation to slavés; aud we 
|| contend that we have precisely the same consti- 
tutional and legal right to slave property that we 
'| have to land or horses or any other property. No 
|| man has refuted that proposition, and no man can 
|| do it—not even the learned and able lawyer and 
| former judge from Hlinois. 
Mr. President, there are other objections to this 
bill. Congress is endeavoring by it to make a 
|| compact with a State, and a perpetual compact. 
|| | assume that Congress on its part has no power 
| to make such a compact; nor has the State of 
|| Missouri or any State the power to make such a 
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on 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Howarp] made a 
few days since, when this bill was up, to estab- 
lish the power. There is a section in the Consti- 
tution for bidding ft: 

* No State shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or con- 
federntion, grant letters of marque,” &c. 

it matters notin what form a treaty, an alliance, 
or a confederation may bemade. If itis offered by 


a State or by the Congress of the United States in | 
the form of a law, the one to the other, and is | 


aceepted by the other, it is as much a compact or 
a treaty as though it had been drawn up in the 
most formal terms. What do gentlemen here pro- 


pose? That the State of Missouri, which, as a 
State of this Union, has the right to abolish sla- 
very when she may please, and having abolished 
it, has a right to remtroduce it whenever it may 


be her will to do so, shall enter into a stipulation, 
in consideration of the benefits offered by this 
bill, that she shallbe forever barred and inhibited 
from the introduction again of slavery into the 
State. Has Congress the power to make such 
a compact, such a treaty with Missouri? If it 
has, from whence does it deriveit? Has the 
State of Missouri the power to make such a com- 


pact, such a treaty with the Congress of the Uni- | 


ted States against this express provision? Here 
is the language of the Constitution, plain as it can 
be written, that no State shall enter into any treaty 
alliance, or confederation; which comprehends not 
only foreign nations, but also the United States. 
Missouri cannot make a compact against this 
express provision of the Constitution with any 
party. 

Where, sir, is the power of Congress to enter 
into a compact with a State? The powers of Con- 
gress are limited, and are exclusively legislative 
in their character. Congress has the right to 
legislate within the pale of the Constitution over 
Missourt; but not outside of it. Congress has no 
power to make a compact or treaty with Missouri 
in relation to slaves or any other subject. To make 


a treaty Or compact requires two parties, and that | 


beth shall have authority to treat; and when they 
have made a treaty or compact, neither can abro- 
gaie or modify it without the consent of the other. 
Eicher may disregard or break it, and the only 
remedy of the other is war. Congress may pass 
an irrepealable law; but only in such cases in 
which it has the requisite power, and that law 
would confer some right upon a person or corpo- 
ration that it could pot reclaim. These princi- 
ples apply equally to Missouri. Neither have any 
authority to act inthe premises. If the proposed 
arrangement or compact was made in the usual 
mode, being drawn up and signed by one or more 
commissioners acting for Congress or the United 
States and forthe State, gentlemen would be struck, 
and would admitthat it would be without author- 
ity. The objection cannot be overcome and the 
power acquired by the concurrent legislative ac- 
tion of Congress and the State. Although inthe 
form of legislation, it would, nevertheless, in effect 
and essence, be acompact, To admitor to prove 
it to be a compact would establish the want of au- 
thority to make it; to give it the impress of legis- 
lation would make it subject to be repealed, so far 
as it may be respectively enacted by Congress and 
the State of Missouri, by the successors of those 
who make the enactments. 

Congress has as much authority to appropriate 
money to the State of Missouri to assist her to 


establish a system of common schools, to build || 


churches, or found eleemosynary institutions. 

But the learned Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Howarp} reminds us that Congress has appro- 
priated large bodies of the public lands to such 
objects. The relation of the Tnited States to, and 
the power of Congress over, the public lands are 
somewhat peculiar. The subject has become 
rather obsolete, but from the year 1833, and for 
eight or ten years after that, it was familiar to 
every man who read the newspapers. 

Mr. Clay, in his celebrated report in relation to 
the public lands, and in the bill with which heac- 
companied it in"1833, for the distribution of their 
proceeds, gave the most luminous exposition of 
this whole subject. Virginia at one time owned 
the whole Northwestern Territory, the five great 
States of the Northwest, and claimed to own to the 
Pacific ocean; Georgia included the present States 
of Alabama and Mississippi; and Connecticut put 
in some claim for a portion of Ohio called the Con- 
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the formation of the present Constitution in rela- 
tion to those extensive regions? They respectively 
| ceded them to the United States upon the express 
condition that the United States should hold and ap- 
propriate them for the benefit of the States, includ- 
ing theceding States. When the States were really 


the formation of the present Constitution, these 
deeds of cession were made, in substance, and ac- 
cepted by the United States, as I have stated them. 
It was one principle of Whig doctrine, that all 
the States were entitled in proportion to their Fed- 
eral numbers to the proceeds of the sales of all 
the lands within these respective cessions, and that 
the acts of Congress ceding them to the new States 
to construct canals and railroads, and for other 
purposes, were in violatipn of the terms of the 
trust upon which the United States had received 
them. It was contended that the section of the 
Constitution providing that ‘‘all debts contracted 
and engagements entered into before the adoption 
of this Constitution, shall be valid against the Uni- 
ted States under this Constitution as under the 
Confederation,’’ required Congress to distribute 
the proceeds of the sales of the public lands, ac- 
cording to the terms of those deeds of cession. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky has quoted Mr. Clay on this subject. | be- 
lieve Mr. Clay supported the bill for the admis- 
sion of Missouri into the Union originally; and 
upon turning to that act I find that there was a 
compact made between the United States and that 
State upon its admission: 


“ Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the following 
propositions be, and the same are hereby, offered to the con- 
vention of the said Territory of Missouri, when formed, for 
their free acceptance or rejection, which, if accepted by the 
convention, shall be obligatory upon the United States. 

* First, That section numbered sixteen in every township, 
and when such section has been sold or otherwise dis- 
posed of other lands equivalent thereto, and as contiguous 
as may be, shall be granted to the State for the use of the 
inhabitants of such township, for the use of schools. 

** Second, ‘I'hat all salt springs, not exceeding twelve in 
number, with six sections of laud adjoining to each, shall be 
granted to the said State for the use of said State ; the same 
to be selected by the Legislature of the said State, on or be- 
fore the Ist day of January, in the year 1825; and the same, 
when so selected, to be used under such terns, conditions, 
and regulations as the Legislature of said State shall direct: 
Provided, ‘That no salt spring, the right whereof now is, 
or hereafter shall be, confirmed or adjudged to any indi- 
vidual or individuals, shail, by this section, be granted to 
said State: And provided, also, That the Legislature shall 
never sell or leave the same, at any one time, for a longer 
period than ten years without the consent of Congress. 

“ Third, That five per cent. of the net proceeds of the 
sale of i+. = lying within the said Territory or State, and 
which shall be sold hy Congress from and after the Ist day 
of January next, after deducting all expenses incident to 
the same, shall be reserved for making public roads and 
canals, of which three fifths shall be applied to those objects 
within the State, under the direction of the Legislawure 
thereof; and the other two fifths in defraying, under the di- 
rection of Congress, the expenses to be incurred in making 
of a road or roads, canal or canals, leading tothe said State. 

“ Fourth, That four entire sections of land be, and the same 
are hereby, granted to the said State for the purpose of fix- 
ing their seat of government thereon ; which said sections 
shall, under the direction of the Legislature of said State, 
be located as near as may be in one body, at any time, in 
such townships and ranges asthe Legislature aforesaid may 
| select, on any of the public lands of the United States: 
| Provided, That such locations shall be made prior to the 
| public sale of the lands of the United States surrounding 

such location. 

‘* Fifth, That thirty-six sections, or one entire township, 
which shall be designated by the President of the United 
States, together with the other lands heretofore reserved 

for that purpose, shall be reserved for the use of a seminary 
| 
| 
| 


of learning, and vested in the Legislature of said State, to 
be appropriated solely to the use of such seminary by the 
said Legislawre.’’ 


That was the obligation on the part of the Uni- 
ted States. On the part of the State of Missouri 
this was the provision: 


“ Provided, That the five foregoing propositions herein 
offered are on the condition that the convention of the said 
State shail provide by an ordinance, irrevocable without the 
consent of the United States, that every and each tract of 
land sold by the United States, from and after the Ist day of 

| January next, shall remain exempt from any tax laid by 
| order or under the authority of the State, whether for State, 
county, or township, or any other purpose whatever, for 
the term of five years from and after the day of sale: And 
further, That the bounty lands granted, or hereafter to be 
granted, for military services during the late war, shall, 
while they continue to be held by the patentees or their 
heirs, remain exempt as aforesaid from taxation for the term 
of three years from and after the date of the patents respect- 
ively.’ 


| The United States obligated themselves to do 
| five several things, and the State of Missouri ob- 
| ligated herself uot to tax the public lands, and that 
was to be provided for by an ordinance irre voca- 
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necticut reserve. What did those States do before || ble in its nature. ~ Mr. Clay supported that prop- 


\| osition. 


sovereign members of the Confederation, before | 


eet 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, Missouri was not 
embraced in any of the deeds of cession that I haye 
referred to, and consequently they cannot affect 

| immediately or remotely, any question connected 
| with the pending measure. But the Senator makes 
his quotations, | presume, as precedent and au 
thority for the proposed legislative compact be- 
tween Congress, or the United States, and Mis. 
souri, of which this bill is to be a part. But, sir 
there is this great and essential difference between 
the occasion and subject to which the Senator's 
quotations belong and the pending measure. Con. 
gress was then engaged in framing a law to admit 
Missouri as a State, under this provision of the 
Constitution: 

“ New States may be admitted by the Congress into this 
; Union.” 

The subject was a properand legitimate one, of 
which Congress was taking cognizance by the 
express warrant of the Constitution. It passed 
a nece.sary law, in which it could incorporate any 
terms and conditions upon Missouri that did not 
derogate from her equality with the other States, 
and in which all rights and privileges that it might 
confer, and all obligations undertaken for the Uni- 
ted States to the State of Missouri notin conflict 
with the Constitution, would be of perpetual ob- 
ligation and irrepealable. But the present meas- 
ure receives no sanction from that law, or any of 
its provisions or conditions. Congress has now 
taken up the subject of the emancipation of her 
slaves by Missouri, with which, every advocate 
of this measure admits, it has no authority to 
meddle, and which proposition is true, whether it 
was admitted or not; and it has framed an act to 
give to that State $20,000,000 to aid her in that 
work, upon certain conditions and restrictions im- 
posed upon Missouri, and which it requires to be, 
and, if accepted by Missouri, claims to be, irre- 
pealable and of perpetual obligation; as also the 
stipulations in the act on the part of the United 
States for the benefit of Missouri. 





The friends 
of this measure have been challenged, defied, by 
its opponents to produce from the Constitution 
any authority, or the semblance of any authority, 
for Congress to pass it; and they have neither 
adduced nor attempted to adduce any, thus con- 
fessing that there is none. Can there beg greater 
logical absurdity than to concede that Congress 
has no power or semblance of power whatever 
| over the subject of emancipating slaves in the 
| State of Missouri—a proposition which cannot be 
| controverted—and yet maintain that it may appro- 
| priate $20,000,000 to aid her to emancipate them? 
When and how did the Treasury of the United 
States and the legislative power of Congress be- 
come subsidiary to the abolition schemes of Mis- 
souri? Not by the Constitution. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will my friend allow me 
to call his attention to a precedent? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If t recollect—and I have 
occasion to recollect it, for | believe the Senator 
and myself were both members of Congress at the 
time—when the treaty was made with Great Brit- 
ain in reference to our northeastern boundary, by 
which Maine and Massachusetts relinquished a 

| part of their territory, they were called in as par- 
ties to that treaty; they assented to it, and received 
a certain compensation; and I do not know that 
any objection was ever taken to it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am familiar with all those facts. 
I said at the time, and I have repeated twenty times 
during this session, that that portion of the treaty 

| was without authority on the part of our Govern- 
ment to make it, and was not obligatory upon the 
States whose territor 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
them, however. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, it occurred to them; and 
it was talked of, and it was a question that was 
mooted extensively in private circles at the time. 
They did not dare to investigate the question 
closely, and it never was investigated closely. 
There was a large commission sent here from 
Maine, consisting of both Democrats and Whigs. 
They were combined for the pares of prevent- 
ing the question being raised. In that way the 
consent or acquiescence of both parties was ob- 
tained to it; but I say that the cession of territory 
in the Ashburton treaty is without the authority 
of the Constitution, and is of no effect. 


was ceded. 
That never occurred to 
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Sir, there is but one mode by which any por- || 
tion of the territory of one of the States of the 
United States can be lopped off from it and be | 
added to a foreign country, and that is by the call | 
of aconvention and an amendment of the Consti- | 
tution giving its express consent to such lopping 
of the territory of the United States. As | have | 
always maintained, and as I still believe, the only | 
mode in which that portion of the territory of | 





Maine, and probably some of the other New Eng- |! 


| 
jand States, could have constitutionally disunited | 
| 


from the State and annexed to a foreign dominion | 
was to call a sovereign convention in which that 
proposition should be incorporated as an amend- | 
ment to the Constitation, and be ratified according 
to the forms prescribed by that instrument itself. | 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Does the Senator rec- | 
ollect that Vermont and New York both got an | 
addition of territory by that treaty; and that the | 
United States came into possession of the military | 
post at Rouse’s Point? 
Mr. DAVIS. That does not touch the question | 
of constitutional power. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Would the Senator hold 
tha: that is still a part of the Canadas, and does 
not belong to the United States? | 
Mr. DAVIS. lt is sufficient for me to say that 
no part of the State of Maine has been validly and | 
constitutionally detached from it, or can be ex- | 
cept in the mode which | have indicated. I am | 
not prepared to say what effect the long acqui- | 
escence of Maine would have; but of course the 
territory could not be reclaimed without war, or | 
another treaty with Great Britain. The case of | 
Maine is unlike that of Missouri in this: it ori- | 
ginated out of a treaty the subject of which was | 
properly before the Power that made it. But why | 
was the consent of Maine asked? Could her con- ! 
sent enlarge the treaty-making power of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, even in relation to | 
the cession of a part of her own territory? Most | 
certainly not. Can the agreement or a compact | 


between Congress and the State of Missouri add 1 


to the legislative powers of Congress, or make an | 
act passed by it valid and constitutional, which, | 
without such agreement or compact, would be un- | 
constitutional and invalid? Does the Senator from 


of its features gives countenance to a position so | 
absurd? Can Maine and the-Government of the 
United States, and Missouri and Congress, by | 
their special and separate agreementsand compacts | 
proceed, outside of the limits of the Constitution, | 
to develop, augment, and create new and strange 
powers indefinitely? No, sir; the powers of the | 
Government of the United States and of Congress 
are defined and fixed by the Constitution, and they 
know neither increase nor diminution except by 
its amendment. And any terms, stipulations, or 
agreement with which Missouri might attempt 
to bind herself, either by ordinary legislation or 
amendment of her constitution, in consideration 
of this void and unconstitutional legislation of 
Congress, would have no obligation whatever. 

I accord with the solemn monition given by 
the Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. Hae} 
in this Chamber a few days since, *‘that the life of 
this nation is now trembling in the balance.’’ Sup- 
pose the United States Government should prove 
oe to put down the rebellion—which to my 
mind is a most painful problem—how could the 
rebel States be formally disunited from the other 
States and properly recognized as an independent 
power? Not by the ordinary treaty-making power 
of the Government. Will Senators assert the posi- 
tion that the treaty-making power is competent to 
acknowledge the independence of nearly half the 
States separately or collectively? That power 
cannot thwart, but must act in subordination to 
certain vital and paramount obligations of the 
United States established by the Constitution. 
Among them are to ‘‘guaranty to every State in 
the Union a republican form of government,’’ 
** to protect each of them against invasion”’ and 
‘“‘avainst domestic violence,’’ **to execute the 
laws of the Union, and to suppress insurrec- 
tions’’ in all the States and in the whole territory 
of the United States. The treaty-making power 
cannot release the Government from these obli- 
gations; it might be and remain unable to perform 


| 

| 
Maine contend that the Ashburton treaty in any 1 

| 


ir government from them and recognize the 
revolted States separately or unitedly as inde- 
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pendent, would be a sovereign convention of the | 


| States, 


But, Mr. President, I am against this measure 
upon the ground of its inexpediency and its in- | 
justice to Missouri. My honorable friend, [Mr. | 
Henperson,] for whom and whose State | have | 
as much interest as | have for any State outside | 


| of my own, has admitted here that there are about 


one hundred thousand slaves in that State; that 


disloyal owners of slaves from compensation, the | 
Government ought to make compensation for one 


hundred thousand belonging to loyal owners. || 
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| would net command more than about $9,000,000 
| in coin. 

Sir, if you can take this property by compact, 

I reckon you cannot take it against the consent 

of the owners without making just compensation 

to them. What sluve owner in Missouri, what 

| fair and just-minded man anywhere, acquainted 

with the subject, would say that would be an ap- 


| 


| proximation ofa just compensation for her slaves? 


debate when it first came up; and if it had not been 
| for the persistent efforts of gentlemen to prove 
that by voting for the President’s sentiment we 


even according to the principle of excluding the |; | Mr. President, I did not intend to enter into this 
' 
| 
| 


Will you make a bargain about the value of those 
slaves and determine their value at thistime? Sup- | 
pose you had gone to New London, or to New- | 
ports alem, and other Atlantic ports that were | 

lockaded by British fleets in the war of 1812, and | 
it was kept up for months, and where all their | 


commerce, their business, and their sources of in- |) 


|| were committed to vote for this measure, | should 


| have remained silent. e 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, it would be 
well at first thought, it would seem, if the whole 
| world could exist under one form of government. 
It would be a vast economy in the maintenance 
of foreign relations. It would d.spense forever 


come and prosperity had been dried up, would it || with the armies and navies of the globe, the eter- 


have been just and right to value houses in those || 


cities that had been taken for public use, for what 


they then would have sold for, or for what would | 


have been their value in the ordinary condition 
and circumstances of those cities? Now, we are 
in a state of war, civil, internecine, ravaging the 
whole State of Missouri, and gentlemen make an 
assessment for her slaves under the present state 
of fact thatis temporary and accidental, that must 
pass away. Those slaves should not be appraised 


under such astate ofcase. Whatslaves prove worth | 


in times of peace before the commencement of our 
troubles, what they would be worth in Missouri 
after these troubles shall have passed away, that 
is the criterion by which the owners are entitled 
to be remunerated for them. 

I have known slave men to sell for $2,000—me- 
chanics, rough carpenters, and blacksmiths. I 
have known field hands, again and again, through 
years, all over the State of Kentucky, and by the 
most authentic information, all over the southern 
States, to sell for from fifteen to seventeen hundred 
dollars. I have known female slaves, again and 
again, to sell for from a thousand to fifteen hun- 
dred dollars. | have known slave men to hire for 
from one hundred and fifty to two hundred dollars 
a year,and [ have known slave women to hire for 


from seventy-five to one hundred and fifty dollars | 


a year. When persons have a property that will 
hire at these prices, and you tell them that their 


| slaves in the average are not worth three hundred 


nor two hundred dollars, do youexpect togetany 
credence? No, sir. If you were to bring all the 
manufactures of New Engiand into the market at 
once, ail the iron manufactures of the whole coun- 
try into the market at once, the supply would be 
vastly greater than the demand, and they would sell 
for an inconsiderable sum, as price, to what they 
could be sold for if they were put into market ac- 
cording to the ordinary course of business; and if 
the slaves of Missouri had been put into the mar- 
ket in the ordinary way, before this war began, 
those slaves would have averaged something like 


six hundred dolla’s a head; five hundred dollars || 
certainly. Gentlemen here from free States, far | 


from the slave States, who know nothing about the 
value of slaves, claim an infallible judgment in re- 
lation to these*matters, when, in truth, they have 
no knowledge about them. lam speaking of things 
that I know, that I have experienced, that I have 
seen through years of my life; and I here say that, 
under ordinary circumstances, the average value 
of the slaves of Missouri would be, at a moderate 
estimate, five hundred dollars per head. 

Now, sir, to waive the question how far, under 
the Constitution, disloyal as well as loyal men 
would be entitled toaremuneration for their slaves, 
restricting it to loyal men alone, according to the 
estimate of the honorable Senator from Missouri 
there are one hundred thousand slaves to be paid 
for; and at $500 per head, they would be worth 


$50,000,000; not in your ** greenbacks,”’ but in | 


old and silver. If the owners were allowed to 
old them, they would make them work in their 
tobacco and hemp fields, and all the other modes 
of employment, and make them fully of the value 
I have placed uponthem. They would earn them 


| three or four times the interest upon $500. And 


| now you propose to give to the people of Missouri, 
them; but the only power that could formally and || egietipal ; 50,00 


legitimately discharge the remaining States and | 


for property thatis worth $50,000,000, $20,000,000 
ina stock bearing an interest of five per cent., which 
the honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. Win- 
son} says he is assured from authentic sources 


| nal witnesses of national jealousy. It would 
|| settle forever the great question of the balance 
| of power. In the community, however, it has 
| been ordered that the interest of the whole is best 
promoted by the pursuit of the interest of the in- 
| dividual in his particular sphere. The self-in- 

terest of nations and of communities has demand- 
|| ed separation and different nationalities—separa- 
|| tion not to be avoided by identity of language, 
by identity of religion, by geographical conti- 
guity—not to be avoided in any event where the 
true and real interests of the community may dic- 
tate it. 

Ido not say this, sir, in justification of the 
|| crime of secession, but | say 1t to show how en- 
|| tirely imbecile and weak is ihe plea for national 
| unity, founded only upon the circumstance of geo- 
|| graphical contiguity, and the identity of race, of 
|| religion, and of language. Self-interest divides 
| and it separates. ‘The American Union was 
|| formed on the principle of different interests of 
|| jiocal communities being protected and more ef- 
|| fectually protected by that Union than by any 
| other means. It was formed upon the sole idea 
|| that the reserved rights of the States and the peo- 
|| ple should not be interfered with by the General 
|| Government so created 
Itis useless to talk about imaginary lines not be- 
|| ing sufficient to divide nationalities. Sir, the line 
|| which divides your own State from the Canadas 
|| is an imaginary line drawn by the compass of the 
|| surveyor. Its virtue, its power, its efficiency, are 
|, as well known to every negro-larcenous fanatic 
|| in this country as it is to that pleasant speaker of 
|| parables who darkens the presidential mansion 
| with his shadow and yet refuses to recognize the 
\| efficiency of a linethusdrawn. If we would pre- 
|| serve national integrity, if we would extend and 
| 





keep expanded the national domain, we shall have, 
| above all things, to show that the interests of com- 
|| munities, the interests of States, the interests of 
| Territories, the interests of the future population 
'| who are to inhabit this country, will be best sub- 
served and protected by a national Government. 
The moment you abandon that doctrine, the mo- 
|; ment the Federal Government, under any excuse, 
|| under any pretense whatever, interferes in such 
|, & way as to show that it no longer consults the 
|| reserved rights of the States and the people and 
|| the self-interest of separate communities compos- 
|| ing it, you destroy the only tie which can bind 
|| them to our nationality. 
|| The States made the Union; the Union did not 
|, make the States. It is a sufficient answer to the 
|, dogma that the States have no status out of the 
|| Union to say that the States existed before the 
Union, and must have existed out of it. The 
| Union was formed solely upon the idea that cer- 
|| tain rights should be reserved. What rights are 
|| they? The right of life, of liberty, of the pursuit 
| of happiness; the right of property, its acquisi- 
tion, its possession, its disposition after the death 
| of the owner; the right of freedom of the presa; 
| the toleration of religious opinion; the right of 
| freedom of speech; all the most sacred rights of 
|| political, domestic, and social relations are anaes 
_ those reserved to the States and the people, an 
| cannot be interfered with by the General Govern- 
ment in any manner whatever. If there had not 
been such a reservation the Umion never could 
have existed; and if that reservation be destroyed 
the Union will perish with its destruction. 
The guardiana of these rightsa—you may call 
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them States, you may call them by Whatever name 

ou wish—can be nothing less than sovereign. 
Phe idea thacany paramountauthority may exist 
as to these rights destroys the reservation of the 
rights themselves, as it destroys the sovereignty 
of the commeanity which tsbound to protect and as- 


sertihem. Henee, in the constitution of my State, | 


and yours, of ail the States, the crime of treason 


against the State is defined and punished. Treason | 


cannot be committed against less than a sover- 


eignty; and T hold that the States themselves have || 


enacted, and as sovereigns prescribed, the punish- 
nrerit for treason against the rights reserved to 
them and their people. 


I do aot wish to wrest this doctrine to my own | 


destruction, or to the justification of any who 
have taken up arms against the Government. I 
know that the individuals, the officers of a State, 
mny commit treason against the Federal Govern- 


ment. 1 believe that the officers of the Federal | 
Government many commit treason against the | 


States. The rights, the duties, and the dangers 


of the States and the Federal Government are | 


mutual and reciprocal. There should be no tres- 
pres either dpot the one hund or the other. The 


crime of treason may be committed against State | 


government as well as against Federal authority. 


There ave many crimes, however, against the | 
rights of the States and against the rights of the | 


peoplewhich are bt low the grade of treason. There 
are misdemeanors, offenses less than treason. 


There are vile frauds, there are most contemptible | 


and cowardly impositions, as fatal to State digmity 
and State sovereignty as treason itself, The prop- 
osition embodied in this billis ove of that charac- 
ter. Itis worse than acrime.  [t is worse than 


a crime because it lacks the boldness of execution. |) 


itis meaner thana crime because you cannot fasten 
upon the person who seeks to perpetrate it, or 


upon the power which seeks to commit it. What || 


4 this proposition? ltisa proposition to inter- 
fere wit’, the rights of property in the State of 
Misso sri, and to interfere m the most powerful 
manner—to interfere by an appeal to the basest 


assion of humanity, the love of money. The || 


loyalty of Missouri, it seems, has been weighed 
and measured. Itis worth ten millions in cash 
or twenty millions on credit. 1 will not pursue 
the tenor of this thought. It would be doing in- 
justice to the people of a great State to say any- 
thing further about it; nor will J vote the value of 
a penny to bribe the legislative or popular action 
of the State of Missouri, upon the subject of their 
domestic institutions, In any way whatever. 
This is a direct bribe offered by the Federal Gov- 


evnment, under the authority of the Federal Gev- | 


eroment, for legrsiative and popular action against 
the rights of property in the State of Missouri. If 
you can buy the property rights of Missouri, you 
can purchase any others, hat reasons are as- 
signed for this most extraordinary conduct? In 
the first place, i is said that Missouri is willing. 
Does that change our consututional obligations as 
Senators and conservators of the Federal com- 
pect?) Does that give us the right to intervene or 
mterfere? We are told that the fidelity of Mis- 
soari to the Union is to depend upon the result 
of the bill now pending. | heard with regret the 
Senator from that State [Mr. Henperson) say 
that unless this bill passed, he would not say what 
the result would be, but he feared it; that he should 
leave the State and cast his fortanes with the Union; 
itimating that the State might leave the Union if 
this bill was not passed. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. President——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Indiana give way? 

Mr. TURPIE. ith all due deference to the 
Senator, | will not. 

Sir, Lam sorry that any such appeal should be 
made to the Senate. | will notundersuch a threat, 
as | take it, do so great an injustice to the people 
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result. | believe uhat no legislation as suggested 
by this bill ean retard or accelerate the result. 


The Administration, to be sure, are laboring 


wnder difficulties every day increasing. Franee, 
Eugland, Horace Greeley, and the other great 


Powers [laughter] are to be watched and con- | 
cihated; McClellan, the patriot without a peer, | 


is to be crushed out and forgotten; Giddings aud 


Garrison, and other domestic enemies of the | 


country’s peace, are to be pensioned and provided 
for; the Porters, by land and sea, are to be pun- 


of Missouri; and the draft is yet to be enforced 


bers, and | bespeak for those who have under- 


_ taken them not ouly the coéperation of their | 
friends, but the sympathy of their political oppo- | 
nents, and the neutrality at least of all the world | 


and the balance of mankind. [Laughter.]} 

But, sir, | do not think that whet the Adminis- 
tration has undertaken has anything to do with 
the great popular task of the country. Senators 
are continually saying here, day after day, that 


unless the country is saved during this Adminis- || 
tration, it cannot be saved at all. I am of the | 
contrary opinion. I think that, as far as the || 


present Administration is concerned, the Execu- 
tive has lost the confidence of the people of both 
sections of this land. He has lost the confidence 


| of the North and the South. He is thoroughly | 
| imbued with the fanatical abolition notions of the | 
New England schoo]. It would be impossible || action of the people and their representatives. [ 
| ask Senators why should the slaveholders of Mis- 


| souri be paid for their property out of the national 


| for any man, or any set of men, to operate har- 
| moniously and effectually during the existence of 


| this Administration for the purpose of doing the | 
rene any good, or taking any important step | 


| towardsa final restoration of the political relations 
| formerly existing between these States. 

I know, sir, that Senators are constantly talk- 
ing about the Union. | do not wish to be exceeded 
| byany man in my devotion tothe American Union. 


|| | have spoken for the Umion; | have written for 
|| the Union; I have fought and acted for the Union 


| when those who now claim to be its ardent friends 
were willing, under certain contingencies, to let it 
slide. But Lask you, sir, whatdo Senators mean 
by the Union? Itis by what they mean, not what 
they say, that we must judge them. If it is meant 
by the Union to purchase the negro slaves of Mis- 
souri or elsewhere ,and pay for them outof the peo- 
ple’s money and the public Treasury, | am not for 
it. If you mean by the Union the support of these 
| fugitive contrabands, these pariahs of the South 


ing and elothing of these creatures, to thedesertion, 
starvation, and destitution of the soldiers of the 


am notforit. If you mean by the Union theabsorp- 
tion by the Federal Government of the reserved 
rights of the States and the people, | am not for 
it. But if you mean by the Union the restoration 
of the national authority upon every foot of the 
national soil; if you mean by the Union the pres- 
ervation of the national fame and of the national 
flag; the flag which waved at Bunker Hill, at Sara- 
toga, at Yorktown, at Palo Alto, at Chapultepec, 


stripe obliterated and with every star undimmed ; 
the only flag in the world which Mats over a lim- 
ited Government and a free people—if you mean 
that by the Union, I am for it now and forever. 
But, sir, it is said as an additional reason why 
we should pass this measure, that it will aid the 


|| State of Missouri in a The object 
' 


is said to be humane and philanthropic. It may 
be extremely charitable; but | ask you, sir, why 
has Congress, why has the General Government 
exclusively confived its charities to Africans in 
servitude, and to the wants of the negro racer? 
| Ave there no other sufferers upon whom this 
| money might be expended ? Whole regiments 
| now serving under the flag of your country have 


of Missouri, or to those of Indiana, as to vote for | gone unpaid for months. The wives and elididren 


a measure of this character. Nor dol believe that 


|| of soldiers, a vast constituency at home, are beg- 


the triumph of the Federal cause is to be affected || ging duily for bread. 1 should sooner vote an 


ecther in Missouri or elsewhere by the defeat or 
the success of this bill. The Americgn 

have undertaken a sublime task, the restoration 
of our nationality. Does the Senator from Mis- 
seuri doubt the success of that efferi? I do not, 
{ wever have. There is a God m heaven for the 
brave. I believe that ne power short of that whieh 
arrested Saul on his journey from Jerusalem to 


Damascus can prevent the accomplishmentof that 


| bill. 
} 





appropriation of ten or twenty millions for such 
a purpose than for any purpose presented in this 


W hat is our action, and what can be its result ? 


Do you call this strengthening the hands of the 


President? Do you cail it strengthening the Ad- 
ministration ? you call it filling up the ranks 
of the Army and encouraging the Union cause? 
I say that this course of conduct can bring nothing 


in Massachusetts. These are most arduous la- || 


who escape within our military limits, and the feed- | 


Federal Army—if you mean that by the Union, 1 | 


at Shiloh, and at Donelson—that flag with not a || 
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but danger and dishonor upon the country. [5 
will be seen that millions of the national Treasury 
are squandered for abolition purposes in M issouri 
and elsewhere, and that the soldier in the field 


_ remains unpaid, and sometimes unfed and up. 


clothed. | take it that Senators would show 


| their devotion to the Union in passing by such 
| measures as the one at present urged, and givin 


their attention solely and wholly to the condition 
of the country, and the wants of that large con. 


|| Stituency of unparchased and unpurchasable pa- 
ished; the rebeis are to be driven out of the State | 


triotism which has shown its love of country b 

bearing arms in the field. Taik about the loyalty 
of Missouri—the purchased love of the prostitute; 
one that has to be bought with money, and paid 
for with money! Would you foster and cherish 


_ that feeling if such exists? [ would not dishonor 


the State by saying that | believe in its existence; 
but would you foster and cherish that mercenary 
affection to the destruction of the interests of all 


| those portions of our fellow-citizens who are de. 


manding this money, and demanding in fact all 
the resources and support of the Government 
which we can possibly give them? 

Why should there be an intervention and inter- 
ference in the case of Missouri? Pennsylvania 


_and New York were formerly slave States. At 
| the close of the Revolution a large amount of cap- 
| ital was invested in those States in sluve property, 
| The institution has disappeared from those States, 


and how? By virtue of the voluutary legislative 


Treasury any more than the slaveholders of New 
York and Pennsylvania? | ask those particularly 
differing with me in political faith; | ask those 
Senators who have built up political fortunes upon 


| their pretended hatred of this institution, and their 


pretended opposition to southern rights, why they 
now propose to tax the free people of the loyal 
North and South, why they propose to tax the 
national Treasury for the special benefit of the 
sluve-holder, the slave-breeder, and the slave- 


| driver of Missouri? 


Sir, the State which I in part represent will 
yield to no State in the Confederacy in its devo- 
tion to the Union. Indiana, the gift of Virginia 
to the nation, loves the Union for the giver’s sake. 
She hopes yet to see the mother of States and 
statesmen restored and reconciled to all lier chil- 


‘| dren. Although the people of Indiana, at any time 
| before the existence of war by the act of the pub- 


lic enemy.atany time before the Federal flag was 
fired upon by the traitor band of South Carolina 
at Sumter, would have accepted the Crittenden 
proposition, the border State proposition, or any 


| of those propositions, as a settlement of the diffi- 
| culties between the sections, yet when war came, 
| she waged war; net because she desired it, but 


because she believed we must have war or worse: 
we musteither have war ora dissevered national- 
ity; we must have either war or abandon the Gov- 
ernment to its enemies. lidiana still follows the 
flag of the Union. The bones of her gallant sons 
fallen in this great struggle mingle in the soil of 
every battle-field from Siimoari tu the Rappahan- 
nock. Indiana now is not for war—she never has 
been; she is not for peace; she is not for either of 
these things except as a means to an end—that 
end, the restoration of the Union and the unity of 
the States. If the war is not waged with that pur- 
pose, | am for peace to-day. If it is found that 
that purpose is wry eet or impossible, I am 
for a cessation of hostilities this moment. , 
Sir, the people of Indiana have not gone into this 
contest blindfolded. They surveyed the whole 
field. They counted the cost. They knew what 
it would cost to make the effort. They knew it 


| would cost more not to make it. They are not 


for separation. They are for national integrity at 
whatever cost, and by whatever means, whether 
belligerent or pacific, by which that object may 
be effected. If mediation is to be proposed as & 


| settlement, the people of Inaiana will ask why the 
| mediation of New ¥ 

tacky, of Illinois; why the mediation of these 
_ sovereignties should not be received and accepted 
| as well as the mediation of France or England, 


ork, of New Jersey, of Ken- 


either in rd to the termination of the war or 
the policy with which it may be conducted. ‘They 
will ask why was Crittenden rejected as a medi- 
ator and any one else preferred? That they will 


eek, and they will require an answer. As dear 
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as the Union is to Indiana, and as dear as it is to 


every loyal citizen, it is not of more value than 

the rights of the States and the people. The same 

treasure and the same blood that I should be will- 

ing to expend in the preservation of the one, I 

shall spend just as freely in the security and the 
rotection of the other. 

It is asked, but it h&s not been answered, what 
power under the Constitution we have to make 
this appropriation. The Chief Magistrate of the 
country, when he introduced the resolution inau- 
gurating this policy, and since, has declared that 
there is no power under the Constitution by which 
it can be carried outandeffected. He has admit- 
ted that it is extra-constitutional and beyond the 

owers specified in that instrument. lave we 
Fad any change in the Constitution? How could 
a change have been effected? We do not distin- 
guish between power and authority. Will it be 
for a moment claimed that the present Chief 
Magistrate of the Union has any more authority 
than the one who preceded him, or the one before 
that? Itcannot be. He may have more power. 
How has he achieved that power? By calling into 
his hand the military force of the country, by 
largely increasing the Army and Navy; but ithas 
given him no shadow of authority more than that 
which was possessed by his predecessors. 

This appropriation is asked for under the war 
power. It is claimed by Senators to be necessary 
to crush out the rebellion, to vindicate the national 
law and the national authority in the State of Mis- 
souri. This war power is a most singular article. 
India rubber has had some reputation heretofore 
for being elastic; gold and silver for being mallea- 
ble and ductile; but, sir, they must yield to this 
war power in all those qualities. Why, sir, it 

* Lives through all life, extends through all extent, 
Spreads. undivided, operates unspent.” 

The President is the first great reservoir of this 
war power. He is Commander-in-Chief of the 
Army and Navy. Why is he Commander-in- 
Chief of the Army and Navy? Because he is 
President, and not for any other reason. 1 take 
it to be a settled principle of the Government that 
the military is always subordinate to the civil 
power. I take it that the powers of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief are subordinate to the powers of 
the President; and that an act of the Commander- 
in-Chief against the Constitution and beyond the 
Constitution cannot be justified any more than 
can an actof the President. The war powers of 
both Congress and the President are subordinate 
to civil authority. The President is said to be the 
grand receptacle of these war powers. The heads 
of Departments have, of course, some of them. 
Some are claimed for Congress. We are now 
called upon to exercise our share of these extraor- 
dinary powers in the passage of this bill. The 
Governors of the States have claimed some of 
these powers. They have been distributed down 
toa multitude, whom no man can number, of pro- 
vost marshals scattered in every village between 
the two oceans except Ceredo and Oberlin, which, 
being inhabited wholly by white and black Afri- 
cans, needed no such guardians of loyalty. 

It isa most remarkable power—this war power 
of the Constitution—so much so, that I doubt its 
existence altogether. It isa myth; it isa fiction; 
it has no existence. The Chief Executive has 
laid down what this power is. He says it is the 
power on his part to do anything which he may 
consider necessary to crush the rebellion. That 
is the only limit to it—his own discretion. Can 
he lengthen his own term of office? Most cer- 
tainly he can under the war power, if he should 
think it necessary to crush the rebellion. Can he 
increase his pay? Most certainly he can, just as 
easily as he can issue a proclamation affecting the 
rights.of property in any of the States. There is 
no limit to the power, and there can be none. I 
take it, sir, that when you thus place the power 
in the hands of one man to control the Army and 
Navy and the purse of a great nation, without re- 
striction and without limit, you have erected a 
military despotism, You call him the President. 
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the Emperor; in Russia, the Czar. The Ameri- 
can Czar will find no serfs west of the Allegha- 
nies. It is not proposed to surrender the most 
sacred rights which were reserved at the time of 
the formation of the Constitution to the States and 
to the people; there can be no necessity for their 
destruction. 


Why, sir, under this war power you may ex- || 


ercise any authority whatever. Itis useless for 
us to say that an act does not conduce to the crush- 
ing of the rebellion; if the Executive thinks differ- 
ently, that is the law. I think that the defeat of 
this Missouri bill will strengthen the Federal Gov- 
ernment, not only in Missouri, but elsewhere. I 
hope it will be defeated; but if Congress, to whom 
is deputed a part of this remarkable power, thinks 
differently, away goes your safeguard on the 
Treasury, and away go all the restrictions and 
limits which have been thrown around the rights 


of property in the several States, and the Consti- | 
tution, instead of being a living ordinance, be- | 


comes only a ** quiet dogma of the pgst.”’ 


What will be the effect of this continual inter- | 


ference and intervention by the Federal Govern- 


ment with the rights of the States and the peo- | 


ple? What has been its effect already? Do we 
not read itin the signs of the times? As fur as 
one act, treason, is concerned, the officersand peo- 
ple of certain States have taken up arms aguinst 
the Federal Government. Asfaras the otheract 
is concerned, it is proposed not to take up arms, 
but to interfere and intervene by the power of the 


purse with the domestic institutions of the States. | 


That power, that inference is no more to be justi- 
fied than the other. Much has been accomplished 
by indirection since the commencement of the pres- 
ent policy, which no man could have justified or 
accomplished directly. We find ourselves now in 
the prosecution of a war where abolition is coinci- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. @. 








dent with military success, simply by this same | 


method of indirection. Forces have been called 
out, arms have been placed in their hands osten- 
sibly and avowedly for the purpose of protecting 
the national Goverument against the treason of 


certain States, and after they have been so called | 


out, by this same indirection, the whole force is 
converted from its original intention, and a cru- 
sade is undertaken and waged against the very 
rights which the General Government is bound 
to protect; for,as I said before, I believe that the 
rights of the States and of the General Govern- 
ment are mutual. The General Government guar- 
anties to the States a republican form of goveru- 
ment. It guaranties the safety and protection 
of the rights of which I have spoken, and it can- 
not interfere with those rights without aband on- 
ing its constitutional limitations, and without a 
breach of the guarantees which it gave the State 
at the time of her admission. 

Hence there are no circumstances which would 
induce me to vote for the bill under considera- 
tion. I regard it as a violation of the reserved 
rights of the people of Missouri. 
violation of constitutional obligations upon our 
part; and let me say that while we are waging 
a war for the law we ought to wage it under the 
law, and we ought not to violate the law. With- 
out the law there is no transgression. 
law thereis no rebellion. And if Congress and 
the General Government insist upon a breach, a’ 
serious infraction of the Constitution in regard to 
the rights of any of the States, we cannot tell how 
far that-breach may go, nor can we tell what effect 
it may have upon the whole character of the Gov- 
ernment, 

I say nothing, sir, now, of that new treason 
which we have heard whispered in high places, 
that the Army of the Union is to be recalled, that 
there is to be no further effort to save the Govern- 
ment, but that the force is all to be exhausted for 
the purpose of saving the Administration. I say 
nothing about that except this: as far as the State 
which I represent is concerned, we are not dis- 
posed to abandon the Union; we are not yet dis- 
posed to accept separation as a necessity; we are 
not disposed to accept separation as an alternative 
rather than recognize the right of the southerd 


1 regard it as a | 


Without | 
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| States to a peculiar specics of property. No, sir; 


| | charge Senators to avoid this crime against na- 


tionality. ‘The people of the Northwest, the peo- 
ple of the great central States have recently dectled 
upon these very questions, In those States there 


| Was no contest as to whether the integrity of the 


Government should be maintained. The question 
in the late canvass related to whether there should 
be a change of its form by our own agency. Upon 
that question the verdict of Indiana, of Hlinois, of 
New Jersey, and of other States, was rendered. 
Determining that while the Government should 
be supported, while itshould receive money, while 
it should receive men from the States guaranty- 
ing the vindication of the national sovereignty, 
there should be no interference whatever by the 
Federal Government with the rights of the States 
themselves. Let notSenators mistake this as the 
verdict or as the action of a party. As far as the 


_ result of the election in Indiana was concerned, it 


was distinctly the action of the people, not of any 
party, against every possible discouragement that 
could be thrown upon thataction. Less attention 
was paid to party organization; less attention was 
paid to party drill and party instrumentalities, than 
in any contest we have ever had in the Northwest. 


| It was a pure, plain decision upon the question 


as to whether, for any purposes, the rights of the 
people should be violated; as to whether, for any 


| purposes, freedom of speech, freedom of the press, 
| freedom of debate and discussion could be tram- 


pled under foot by the hand of military power. 
‘That was the question raised and decided. Let 
us heed that warning. Let us retrace our steps. 
Let us say some fault has been committed. Let 
us heed the protest which the States have entered, 
The Federal Government will do well to regard it, 
The Government is worth more than this Admin- 
istration; it is worth more than any other. It 
should work for perpetuity. It should work for 
all time to the health and safety of the nation, 
which I pray may exist forever as the fathers 
formed it. 
At an early stage of the political contest of 
which I have spoken, great efforts were used to 


blind the people as to the questions really at is- 
peo] q 


sue. The Republican party in my State disbanded 
its organization; it claimed to be no party; it 
claimed to have no issue but a vigorous prosecu- 
tion of the war; it called itself ** Union;”’ and at 
a very early stage of the same canvass, a select 
coterie of negro maniacs, acting under semblance 
of law, calling themselves a grand jury of the 
United States district court, affected to present 
the Democratic party and its organization as dis- 
loyal and traitorous to the country. More than 
that, prominent members and leaders of the party 
all over the State were arrested, and without cause 
imprisoned. I myself made a canvass during the 
last summer under threats every day of personal 
violence, and with my pockets filled with anony- 
mous letters to the same cffect. The presses of 
the party were closed, in some instances; were 
torn down and destroyed in others, Every effort 
was made even in that State, always loyal, to sup- 
press a free, clear, plain expression of the people; 
but the effort failed. The people did speak, and 
they spoke what I have here said in the Senate. 
| know that Senators have disparaged here the 
discussion of party questions. They have said, 
‘*a million men are now in the field, Democrats 
and Republicans, fighting side by side; with them 
there is no quarrel; with them there is no differ- 
ence; why can there not be unanimity and friend- 
ship here???’ I ask the same question, why? 
Tatk about parties! How do you make parties? 
How are they created? You cannot make them 
out of conventions and platforms. ‘They are 
built upon issues. That is the way the present 
parties are formed and divided. Who are re- 
sponsible for these issues? The Sermmtors to my 
right [the Republicans] and their political asso- 
ciates. When the President of the United States 


| issued his proclamation calling upon the military 


force of the country to avenge the insult offered 
to the national flag at Fort Sumter, all men ral- 
lied without distinction ef party to the support 
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of that banner. There was literally no party. 
And when Congress met here in special session 
in the summer immediately ppeaaetlian the proc- 
lamation, the same unanimity prevailed. 


cuted in the spiritof conquest or subjugation, and 
it should not interfere with the rights, the dignity, 
or the institutions of the States. 
journed; it went home and found a united con- 
stituency. What has divided us? I will tell 
OUg sir. 
Jonelszon? I know you do. 
telligence of the success of the Union arms. Two 
days after that victory, a special message was 
submitted tothe American Congress. What was 
it? Congratulating the people on the return of 
Tennessee to the Union? Inviting again the 
States of the South to renew their love and alle- 
giance to the General Government? No, sir. It 
was confined to the sole object of the ‘‘abolish- 
ment’’ of Africanslavery. Why “‘abolishment?”’ 
Why not. say ‘‘ abolition?’ Because then the 
measure would have been christened at once 
with the opprobrium and contempt it deserved. 
An obsolete term, a word almost unheard hith- 


erto in the language, must be selected and placed || 


in this message to discriminate its doctrines from 
the disgraceful heresies of that school of fanat- 
icism which has so often met defeat with proc- 
Jamation and made victory itself almost contempt- 
ible. That was the first thing that presented 
these issues of which Senators complain. Other 
measures of a similar character rapidly followed 
which have made party in this country a virtue 
and a necessity. 

There was an appropriation here at the last ses- 
sion of $1,000,000 for abolition purposes in the 
Districtof Columbia, Who presented it? Who 
voted for ig? Who carried it against the protest 
of the people? The Senators to my right; those 
who are complaining about party discussions and 
party feeling in this Hall. When did they do it? 
W hen did they propose to squander this vast sum 
to gratify the fanaticism of a section with which 
they areconnected, and for which they claim all the 
loyalty? It was when a rebel army was threat- 
ening the possession of the capital itself; when, 
from the dome of this structure, you might have 
seen the rebel flag floating; when five hundred 
thousand men were in arms against this Govern- 
ment. It was at such a time that these men could 


not forget the flesh-pots of Chicago, but must in- | 


sist upon party action and party legislation. It 
is that which has divided a once united people. 
There is no other cause whatever. If this war 


Congress ad- | 


Do you recollect the victory of Fort | 
j You recollect with | 
what rejoicing every loyal heart received the in- | 


had been prosecuted in the spirit in which it was | 
commenced ; if it was now prosecuted with an eye | 


single to the purpose of restoring nationality, the 
people of Indiana, the people of other States would 
require no draft to certify to a compelled loyalty; 
they would follow the flag of the Union in myr- 
iads more countless than those which followed 
Peter the Hermit to rescue the sepulcher of Christ 
from the infidel, 

But, sir, it is because you have abandoned she 
original policy of the war; because you have aban- 
doned the constitutional mode of a reconstruction 
of the Government, that you have divided the peo- 
ple of the loyal States, and that you have again 
sowed the seeds of party debate and discussion, 
i know it is asked, at such a time as this will you 
still continue these wranglings? Let me ask of 
these Senators, will they postpone these abolition 


|| has failed to remove the conviction that this bill 
| is not only unconstitutional but inexpedient. But, 


measures which have already dishonored and | 


ruined the country to so great an extent; will they 
postpone this thing of buying negroes and paying 
for them out of the public Treasury; will they 
postpone these other enormities; will they post- 
pone this direct infraction upon the rights of the 
people of Missouri? If they will postpone these 
things we will postpone discussion and debate, 
not otherwise; and | here make the offer, and | 
know that every person acting politically with me 
will aceede to it, that we bury party; that we for- 
get differences; that we cease discussion and de- 
bate, provided they will cease the presentation and 
urgency of these measures with which they have 
sy often hitherto disgraced the country. 

[It would indeed, sit, be a felicitous thing if we 
of the loyal States could look back upon the his- 
itary of u once united people and say there was no 
Dilot on our escutcheon; that we had never trans- 
eonded constitutional limits, never stopped to in- 
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terfere with the constitutional reservation of the | to use the more forcible words of the resol; 
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| sights of any of the States. That brings me to the || offered by my colleague upon this floor in the 
| most important consideration in the passage of the |, 


Con- |! 


gress then said that this war should not be prose- || of this policy of interference and intervention. l} 


| with what force, with what renewed efficacy we 


bill—the one I have already alluded to--the effect 


From the beginning it has been disastrous. If I 
had the power to blot out the words most hateful | 
to me in the history of my section, I would erase 
the words ** Harper’s Ferrry.”’ We are never 
done reading of Federal misfortunes which have 
clouded Harper’s Ferry; and why? At other | 
places we have seen the backs of the rebels; there | 


we have shown them ours. At other places vic- || 


tory has perched upon our eagles; at Harper’s | 
Ferry we have had nothing but disaster, defeat, 
and discomfiture. It is the place where first was 
raised the hand of northern fanaticism against the 
reserved rights and sovereignty of a great State of 
this Union. It is a spot consecrated to eternal 
shame and infamy; it is the “ damned spot that 
will never out.’’ Sumter shall equal it indishonor; 
but Sumter followed. This may be treason; but 
itis truth, also. If our record of the North was 
clear,was plain, was unclouded, with what virtue, 


might go before the world and ask its judgment 
in our favor in regard to the present contest. Do 
Senators still desire to continue to agitate this most | 
odious doctrine of interference with the sover- 


| eignty of thé States? Do they still desire to con- | 
| tinue to agitate this dangerous and disgraceful | 


/ element in the political history of the country? 


If they do, let them vote for the Missouri bill. 
Bat, sir, if Senators desire to return to the con- 
stitutional landmarks; if they desire to make this 
war epecialls for the Union and for nothing else; 
if Senators desire to place the merits of this con- 
test wholly and solely upon the question of na- | 
tional integrity, let us defeat this bill; let us say 
to Missour1, *‘ if slavery is an incubus and anevil, | 
it is one for which the Federal Government is not | 
responsible; it is one for which the people of In- | 
diana, the people of Virginia, the people of Ken- | 
tucky, the people of no State in this Union are | 


session of 1861: 


* That the present war was forthe Union, according to 
the Constitution ; that its object was to save the former and 
enforce the latter—was so in the beginning, is now as ey. 
ried on, and should be tothe last; that measures extreme 
and radical, disruptive in themselves, involvitig fn a com. 
mon fate as, well the loyal as the disloyal, should not be re- 
sorted to; and that in crushing treason, wide-spread ang 
baleful as itis, the Government itself cannot prove traijor 


| to organic law.?? . 


These principles the soldiery of New Jersey 
accepted as the policy of this Administration j) 
carrying on this war for the Union; but I am sorry 
to say that circumstances have occurred since thig 
resolution was presented in this Chamber, that 
make the loyal soldier in the field, that make the 
loyal citizen of New Jersey, doubt whether this 
be a war for the Constitution under the Union, 
Sir, there have been too many evidences here that 
this is not the intention a ooonee this war, or 
else the acts of Senators in this Chamber do not 
speak their thoughts and their political principles, 

The soldiery and the loyal citizens of New Jer- 
sey have watched the course of this Administration 


| with an exceedingly jealous eye. They have seen 


the numerous abnormal acts of the Administra- 
tion. They have noticed the illegal arrests that 
have been made of their citizens, torn from the 
soil of their native State, and carried through that 
State into other States, and imprisoned in the bas- 
ules of the Government. Sir, it has awakened 


| a suspicion thatit is not the intention of this Goy- 


ernment to carry on the war under the Constitu- 
tion, or, to use the more forcible and eloquent lan- 


| guage of my colleague, that the Government is 
| about to prove ‘* traitor to organic law.” 


answerable, except the people of Missouri them- |) 


selves.”’ For good or for evil they chose this in- | 


stitution. ‘They have recognized, cherished, fos- 
tered, and supported it; and for one, rejoiced as | | 
would be to hear of its disappearance, lam not 
willing to lift a finger to tax my people or the na- 
tional Treasury in aid of any such eleemosynary 
project. We can find other uses for the public 
treasure more consonant with the national honor, 
national unity, and national peace. 

Mr. WALL. I simply rise, Mr. President, to 
give my reasons in brief why I shall not be able to 
vote for the whole of this bill or for any section 
of it. After the able and eloquent speech of the 
Senator from Indiana, | will not at this period of 
the debate and at this time of the day inflict upon 
the Senate a set speech. The condition of my 
health and my voice would alike forbid it. I be- 
lieve, sir, that I speak the sentiments of a major- 
ity of the people of my own State when I[ say that 
they are opposed to this bill for very many rea- 
sons. 

{ have listened to the arguments that have been 
advanced here from day to day, and | have read, 
I may say with a great deal of pleasure and I hope 
profit, the very able and eloquent speech of the 

oung Senator from Missouri,[Mr. eeeneiey 
ut all that I have heard and all that | have rea 
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sir, whatever might be my individual convictions, 
of one thing I am certain, that my people are op- 
posed to this bill and to every provision in it. 

I shall vote against it, first, because I believe it 
tobe unconstitutional, I believe that this Con- 
gress has as much right to pass a bill appeopria- 
ting money for the purchase of slaves in the bar- 
racoons upon the coast of Africa as for the purpose 
of purchasing the slaves belonging to the conatit- 
uenta of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr, President, | represent upon this floor a 
loyal State. The citizens of my State have given 
freely of their blood and of their treasure upon the 
battle-fields of this Union. The soldiery of the 
State of New Jersey have written high upon their 
banners the name of almost every battle-field upon 
the peninsula and in front of yout city of Wash- 
ington. Those soldiers went into this fight be- 
cause they believed that this was to be a war for 
the support of the Constitution and the Union, or, 


rctittattitapettieercigge teetlectpreitlat EE e 


Mr. TEN EYCK. I do not understand my 
colleague to say that I used that language as con- 
nected with the Government’s action. 

Mr. WALL. I cannot say what the object or 
intention of the Senator from New Jersey was. 
L simply quote the language of his resoluuon, in 
which he says that ** the Government itself can- 
not prove traitor to organic law.’’ Those words 
are sufficient; I acceptthem as my platform; and 
I stand here at all times, on every occasion, to re- 
sist any attempt by this Government to place 
itself in any such position, 

But, Mr. President, the people of the State of 
New Jersey are opposed to any measure like this, 
not only upon the ground of its unconstitution- 
ality, but upon the ground of its inexpediency. 
At this hour of the nation’s agony, when the very 
foundations of the Republic are trembling as with 
the throes of an earthquake, and when a financial 
revolution seems to threaten us all with ruin and 
bankruptcy, they cannot see the wisdom and the 
sagacity and the statesmanship of taking with lav- 
ish hand $20,000,000 of the money of the people 
of the other States for the purpose of defraying 
the expenses of the slaves in Missouri, for eman- 
cipating the slaves there; for encouraging, | may 
say, an abstraction; because, Mr, President, if 
there is ever anything written upon the annals of 
history, it is that this scheme of negro enmancipa- 
tion, whenever tried, has always proved a most 
stupendous failure. England tried it with her colo- 
nies, and what was the result? It was only a few 
years ago that the London Times, ** the Thun- 
derer,’’ denounced the whole scheme as a most 
wretched failure, and pronounced that the last fate 
of that man, the emancipated slave, was worse 
than the first, the slave himself. And, sir, that 
will be the history in the case now before us, and 
in the schemes which gentlemen seem so anxious 
to prosecute. J call the attention of the Senate 
but for a few moments to a passage in a pamphlet 
that was only handed me this morning in refer- 
ence to this very question, and I beg leave to read 
from it, and | hope that the Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber will ‘* mark, learn, and -in- 
wardly digest’? what I read: 

“ At the South, the free black would suffer jess from the 
effects of climate, but much more from the extreme preju- 
dice existing there towards the black when he assumes the 
position of an equal. To suppose he could exist ander such 
a state of things isgo ignore all experience and the observa- 
tion of every day.” In Jamaica, the English Government 
have troops to protect the freed slaves from the encroach - 
ments of their old masters; but there it is stated, on the 
anthority of the London ‘Times, that the blacks are not only 
falling below the-point of civilization attained during their 
servitude, but in many eases actually retarning to their na- 
tive barbarism and the worship.ef idols, We have no such 
standing army here; but the 
to the tender mercies of his former mater.” 
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- only to drag out a few years in some menial employment, 


lask my young friend, the Senator from Mis- | 
souri, whether he is willing to inaugurate such a | 
system as that? 

« What would be the fate of the slave is as certain as is 
the fate of the North American Indian, the difference being 
that the Indian flies from civilization, which destroys hiw, | 
while the imitative and mild-tempered African clings to civ- 
jlization, whieh as certainly destroys him.’ 
. : e 9 . * * 
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«From some of our western States the colored man has 
been entirely excluded. This is a wise provision, and a 
merciful one, to the blacks who come into the free Siates 


and then disappear with their families, if they have any, 
jeaving no trace behind. If history and experience teach 
us anything, it is this, that two races constituted like the 
Anglo-Saxon and the African can never coexist in a state 
of equality, which means competition. So long as the in- 
ferior race is in a dependent condition, and can claim sup- | 
port and protection from the white, it remains, with rare | 
exceptions, contented and happy, the great burden of such 
a relation falling, in fact, upon the master, and notupon the 
siave. The moment that relation is changed, the negro, 
thrown upon his own resources, and exposed to the wither- 
ing and blasting effects of that ineradicable antipathy which 
exists towards all of African descent, that moment his fate 
is sealed; he perishes like the autumn leaves when comes 
a killing frest, and in course of a very few generations not 
a vestige remains to show that he had ever existed.” 

And, sir, can you change the course of history; 
can you change the inevitable course of events | 
which mustoccurif you goon pursuing this policy 
of emancipation, throwing the blacks widespread 
overthe North? There are no friends of the black | 
man who can advocate a policy like that. He is 
the worst enemy of the negro who will attempt 
it, because it must lead to his inevitable destruc- 
tion. 

Mr. President, | have occupied more time than | 

I intended when I rose; but it does seem to me, 
in watching the course of legislation pursued in 
this Chamber and in the other, and the course | 
pursued at the extreme end of the avenue, that 
we are engaged in the most impracticable system 
of legislation that the world has ever known. | 
know nothing like it, except it may be in that cele- 
brated academy which that master of sarcasm | 
speaks of at an es in the island of Liputa, | 
where political philosophers were found engaged 
in all sorts of experiments. One was engaged in 
endeavoring to bottle up sunbeams extracted out 
of cucumbers for the purpose of letting them out 
in inclement seasons to protect the governor’s gar- 
den. Another was engaged in attempting to build 
houses from the roof downwards; and another in 
attempting to make silk out of cobwebs; and a 
fourth in attempting, as I remember, to calcine 
ice into gunpowder. Senators, you may as easily 
calcine ice into gunpowder, manufacture cobwebs 
into silk, build houses from the roof downward, 
or extract sunbeams from cucumbers, as you can 
subdue this rebellion by measures like those that 
you are attempting to pass through both Houses 
of Congress. 

My friend, if I may call him so on a short ac- 
uaintance, the Senator from New Hampshire, 
Mr. Ciarg,] in some very eloquent remus that 

he made the other day, exclaimed that he saw, 
through emancipation, the pathway to the crush- 
ing out of this rebellion and i the establishment 
of a lasting peace. I will say to the Senator from 
New Hampshire, if he can only prove to my con- 
stituents that that pathway will lead out of the 
lurid glare of war into the shadow of a lasting 
peace, they will even strain a constitutional point 
to travel that pathway with him. But, sir, I am 
afraid it is among the impracticable meagures of 
legislation which seem to originate on the other 
side of the Chamber, and which I fear will have 
but little effect. The President of the United States, 
in his message, told the country thathistory would 
never forget him nor this Congress. Sir, | donot 
think it will. As Sir Charles Townshend once said 
to Lord Thurlow, who was an exceedingly profane | 
man, when, inaburst ofenthusiasm upon the floor | 
of Parliament he said, ‘‘ if 1 forget my sovereign | 
may my God forget me’’—** na, no,” said the | 
witty Townshend, “‘ he will see yob damned first.”’ | 
And that, Senators, I am afraid will be our con- 
dition with history if we go on passing these 
enormous acts. | 





| 


| 
Mr. TEN EYCK. I wish to say a word ina | 
perfectly calm and quiet way. ~- My coll e, in | 
the course of his remarks, has seen fit to allude to |, 
a resolution submitted by me at the last session of 
arses. bia 
Mr. WALL. I will,give my colleague the reso- | 
lution; perhaps he his forgotten it. 
Mr. TEN EYCK. Notat all; sir; Thave a die- | 


| question? 











tinct recollection of the resolution. 
to-day as firmly as I did the day | introduced itin 
the Senate, and | am glad to find that my colleague 
coincides with me in the sentiment it contains. 
He declares it is the sentiment which he enter- 
tains. He theoretically adopts it. 1 hope that 
my colleague will on every occasion be found to 
act up to it in his conduct and his practice. In 
the general principles there enunciated I declared 
that the Constitution was paramount, and that the 


| Union was to be maintained in accordance with 
| its principles and its doctrines; that all men were 


required to pay obedience to it; and that even the 
Government itself, by violating its precepts, would 
be as guilty of treason as a private individual. 


Mr. WALL. Will my colleague allow me to | 


interrupt him? I have no doubt at all that that 
is the construction he put upon it. It is the con- 
struction which I accept, and therefore there is 
hardly a necessity for his arguing that point any 
further. [have no doubt that that was the iaten- 
tion. 
It is the idea which I believe is entertained by 
every loyal man in the North, 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WALL. Unquestionably. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I only object to the use 
that my colleague saw fit to make of it. 
mated, as | understood him, that it was a decla- 
ration aimed at the Government; that they were 


Itis the idea which I have in my own mind. |; 


He inti- | 
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I abide by it | 


, the evil thereof.’ 


| it to 





Mr. TEN EYCK. * Sufficient unto the day is 
We are now upon the subject 
of emancipating slaves in the State of Missouri, 
and not upon divorces, or rather of rendering aid 
on the part of the General Government for the pur- 
pose of aiding that State in that ebjeet; and f re- 
iterate what | said before, that | have no doubtin 
my own mind of the right of Congress thus to ap- 
propriate money to cripple and put an end to thia 
rebellion. Ido not believe the Government, or the 
President, or Congress, in proposing this meas- 
ure, agen an unconstitutional one. | believe 

e constitutional; and so far as I believe in 


|| the expediency and propriety of the measure, am 


prepared to go for it; and if [ am not satisfied of 
the expediency or propriety of it to the extent 
which this bill proposes, I am not prepared to go 
for it to that extent. ; 

But certain persons have said that the Senate, 
or such members of Congress as voted for the res- 
olution to which reference has been already made, 
are committed to vote for this measure. do not 


|| so understand it. During the month of April last, 


not quite a year ago, the President sent to both 
Houses of Congress a resolution. Both Houses 


| of Congress pasged that resolution by decided 


votes, and it was in the following words—I beg 
leave to read it again, although it has been read, 


| that it may. go along with my remarks: 


about to violate the Constitution, or that the Gov- | 
ernment had violated the Constitution in some of 


its transactions. 
Mr. WALL. 
idea at all. 


Mr. TEN EYCK. That was the idea which 
would naturally be conveyed by the expressions 


I did not wish to convey that 


| of my colleague in his speech, and in the tone and 


connection of his remarks; and it was to correct 
hae of that sort that I rose upon this occasion. 


ow, sir, | do not believe that the proposition | 
contained in this bill does violate any provision | 


of the Constitution. I do not believe that the ap- 


“ Resolved, That the United States ought to cotperate 
with any State which may adopt gradual abolishinent of sla 
very, giving to such State pecuniary aid, to be used by such 
State, in its discretion, to compensate for the inconven- 
iences, public and private, produced by such change of sys 
tem.”? 

Accompanying this resolution was a short mes- 
sage from the President, apart of which I beg leave 


| to read. The author of it sent in connection with 
| the resolution, when he submitted it, the follow- 


propriation of money designed by this bill will | 


amount to a violation of the Constitution of the 
United States. I believe that the Treasury can 
be called upon and used as lawfully and properly 
in this way, to put an end to or cripple the rebel- 
lion, as by paying for the property of people in 
Missouri taken for public use, or paying for any 
chattel or article of property of citizens thus taken 
to effect such aresult. I have nodoubt upon that 
subject. 

Now, sir, a few words more, since | am up, in 
relation to the bill before the Senate. [do not feel 
inclined, nor am I certain that I shall vote for the 
Lill in its present shape. 1 understand it to pro- 


pose an appropriation of $20,000,000, or a pledge | 
of the bonds of the United States to that amount, | 


to the State of Missouri for the immediate abo- 
lition of slavery therein, or $10,000,000 for the 
gradual emancipation of slaves there. It is inthe 
alternative: if slavery shall be abolished by the 
agency of the State, through its convention, or by 
any organic law, any constitutional act, as early 
as 1865, then Congress by this bill undertakes to 
pledge itself to appropriate $20,000,000 for that 
purpose, But if it is to take effect after that pe- 
riod, it proposes to appropriate $10,000,000, pro- 
vided the emancipation takes place by 1876. 

Mr. WALL. Will my colleague permit me to 
interrupt him one moment, to ask him a single 
I understand, if I can catch his re- 
marks, that he is arguing in favor of the consti- 
tutionality of this bill. Am I correct? 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Iam not arguing. 

Mr. WALL. -Loader. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. It would give me very great 
pleasure if my colleague would come to this side 
of the Chamber where he could hear me better. 

Mr. WALL. 
I will go on that side presently. 


Mr. TEN EYCK. I am not arguing the ques- 


|| State without protection, without adequate means 
| for their support, and without providing for their 


tion of constitutionality. I have not attempted 
to raise that.question further than to say that | 
have no doubt of its constitutionality. 
Mr. WALL. I ask, then, my colleague a sim- 
o question: does he believe that this Congress 
ave the right to appropriate money to pay for 
divorce suits in the State of Migsouri? because, if 


they have that power, they certainly may have the | 
power to pay for dissolving the bond between mas- | 


ter and slave. 


tious. 
-. 


They are both domestic institu- 


ing: 

‘* [f the proposition contained in the resolution dors not 
meet the approval of Congress and the country, there is the 
end; butif it does command such approval, bdeem tt of 
importance that the States and people immediately inter- 
ested should be at once distinctly notified of the fact, so 
that they may begin to consider whether to accept or reject 
it. The Federal Government would find its highest tuterest 


|| in such a measure, as one of the most efficient means of 


selt-preservation. The leaders of the existing Ineurrection 
entertain the hope that this Government will ultimately be 
forced to acknowledge the Independence of some part of 


| the disaffected region, and that all the slave States north of 


such part will then say, ‘the Union for which we have 
struggled being already gone, we now choose to go with the 
southern section.’ To deprive them of this hope, substan- 
tiaily ends the rebellion ; and the initiatiow of emancipation 
completely deprives them of it as toall the States initiating 
it. The point is not that all the States tolerating slavery 


| would very soony if at all, initiate emancipation; but that, 


while the offer is equally made to all, the more northern 
shall, by such initiation, make tt certain to the more sonuth- 
ern that in no event will the former ever join the latter ta 
their proposed ea I say ‘ initiation,’ because, in 
my judgiwent, gradual and not sudden emancipation ts bet 
ter for all.”” 


Mr. President, I think so, too; I think ‘* ‘grad- 


|, ual and not sudden emancipation is better for al!.”” 


I simply ask the question now. || 


Such has always been my opinion on this subject. 
The Senate on the 2d day of April last passed 
that resolution by a decided vote—a vote of 32 to 
10. | voted for the resolution then. 1! stand by 
its principles and its provisions now. | am will- 


| ing to extend pecuniary aid to the State of Mis- 


souri to compensate her for the inconvenience 
which she may sustain by the change of her sys- 
tem in the abolishment of slavery within her bor- 
ders. 1 think the United States ought to coéper- 
ate with the State of Missouri now that she has 


| invited our aid, and inaugurated that policy for 
, herself; and | am willing to go even to the extent 


| of $10,000,000, if required, to enable her to carry 


out or establish a gradual system of emancipa- 
tion. I believe a gradual system of emancipation 


| is better for both races, for the white and for the 


black. It avoids violent shocks; it avoids all the 
evil consequences which would result from turn- 
ing fifty, seventy-five, or one hundred thousand 
slaves loose at once upon the white people of that 


|| deportation, colonization, or the proper care, Con- 


| atitution, they shoul 


trol, and management of them. But, sir, | am not 


|| prepared to vote an eee of $20,000,000 


to pay the full value of all the slaves in Missouri 


| to effect their immediate emancipation. | should 
rejoice to see the shackles fall from the limbs of 
' every slave in thie Union; and if it rested apon 


my voice, and | had the right so to act without 
interfering with the oe of others under the Con- 
gofrec, in Hivaven’sname, 
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provided that such enfranchisement would not re- 


duce them to a most miserable and wretched state | 


of existence. I sympathize with this movement; 
I hope it may be gradually carried out through 
all the States of this Union; but I am not willing 
to sustain and support a measure which I think 
must prove ruinous and disastrous to both whites 
and blacks throughout the length and breadth of 


this land. Ihad no idea that | pledged myself to || now before the Senate. 


such a measure when | voted for the proposition | 


sent to us by the President, with the accompany- 
ing commentary written upon it at the time when 
he sent us that resolution. 

Sir, what will be the effect of the passage of 
such a bill?) What will be the effect of establish 
ing a precedent such as this bill will establish? 
Why, sir, to require the General Government to 
pay the full value of every slave in every State in 
this Union which may ask for emancipation: the 
full value of every slave in Delaware—for these 
events wil! hurry after each other, one fast upon 


the heels of the other—of every slave in West Vir- | 


ginia, (there is a proposition to that effect now,) 


of all the slaves in Maryland, and of all the slaves | 
in Kentucky; and who can tell what millions of | 


money will be required for such a purpose? 


sands of millions of indebtedness which will accu- 
mulate in the further prosecution of this war, in 
view of the great variety of measures now before 
vengreve calling for the pledge of Government 
bonds and securities to build ship-canajs and other 


works. Sir, the Government is asked to pledge | 
its bonds to the amount of many millions to con- || 


struct canals, and for the construction of railroads, 
from one section of the country to another, and to 
lay telegraphic wires on the sea-coast; for all these 


is asked the pledge of public securities amounting | 


to several millions. Sir, in view of the variety of 
measures now pressed before Congress, all of 
which are proposed to be based upon the pledge 


of Government securities, I ask how any reason- | 


able, prudent legislator in either House of Con- 
gress, with all the debt now resting upon us, and 
the depletion of the public Treasury, can ask for 
the enactment of a measure which must produce 
bankruptcy and ruin? In other words, how can 
the Government ever pay this Jebt? What man 
acting for himself, controlling and managing his 
own affairs, being hopelessly involved, having 
expended his-last dollar in hand, and having ac- 
cumulated expenses beyond anyimmediate hope 
of payment, would still go on plegsing his per- 
sonal responsibility and his personal security for 
objects of a character similar to those now intro- 
duced and insisted upon by this bill? No rea- 
sonable, prudent man would do that. Why, then, 
should we, or how can we, as agents of the Gov- 
ernment, acting for our constituents, and discharg- 
ing the duties of a responsibie trust, act in a dif- 
fetent way from that in which we would act as 
private individuals? 

} am willing, without taking up more of the 
time of the Senate, to. say that | am in favor of 
giving aid to all the States that shall ask for it to 
compensate them in establishing a system of grad- 
ual emancipation; but | do not see my way clear 
in undertaking to pey for all the slaves in Mis- 
aouri,and forevery slave within the several border 
alave States, and for every slave in any other State 
that may be restored to this Union either by force 
of arms or by the return of its citizens to their 
former allegiance. It cannot be done; the Treas- 
ury cannot stand it. The country cannot sustain 
the burden. We may assist, we may do a part, 
to gain the end in view; wecannotdoitall. With 
these explanations and these remarks, I shall vote 
in favor of the bill if it shall be so amended as to 
appropriate a sum of money for gradual abolition; 
butagainst it, if it involves the principle of imme- 

“diate abolition and the payment of the full value 
of every slave 50 emancipated. 

In the State of New Jersey we gradually eman- 
ciphted ourslaves by the act of 1820. It was done 
in that way, and nota ripple was left to disturb 
the public mind. It died out gradually; it went 
out of existence quietly, and until within a very 
short period there were left a very few slaves (too 
old to be enfranchised by the act) in the State, 
and they were left in the contrel of their masters, 
Whose only charge of them was to take care of, pro- 
vide for;and maintain them. I donot myself pro- 
pose to offer any amendment, but I hope the bill 


| 





| may be putin such a shape as that we may vote || 
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_ to aid the State of Missouri, and thus establish a || 
|| precedent for the other States that may ask for | 
assistance in the gradual abolition of slavery. | 
This, | think, will result in general good to all | 
parties, and avoid the violent shocks, animosities, | 
| and contentions which would be likely to grow out | 
| of a measure so immediate and decided as the one | 


time of the formation of the Federal Constitution 
African slavery existed in every State of the Union 
but Massachusetts. It is true that in the States 
of Pennsylvania and Rhode Island it was in pro- 
cess of abolition. In the States of New Hamp- 
shire, New York, Connecticut, and New Jersey, 
slavery was abolished after the adoption of the 
Constitution under which we now live, and which 
each one of us has taken an oath here to support. 

The people of Pennsylvania passed an act of 
emancipation in 1780; Rhode Island about 1784. 
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All of these States acted for themselves, and their 
people sustained the loss, whatever it was, for the 
act. They did not call on the people of the other 
States to pay them to set their slaves free. After 


: , es 
e? —s- {| the adoption of the Federal Constitution, New 
Mr. President, | am disposed to pause, in view 


of the enormous public debt, in view of the thou- | 


Hampshire, New York, Connecticut, and New 
Jersey emancipated theirslaves,each one for itself, 
neither of them asking aid of the other States or 
|| the General Government to effect this purpose. 
| New Hampshire, by her constitution adopted in 
|| 1790, abolished slavery. 
} Mr. CLARK. The Senator will pardon me. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. ; 
Mr. CLARK. Ido not think the expression 
|| quite right that she abolished it by the constitu- 
|| tlon; but there were such statements and declara- 
|| tions of rightin the constitution, without any al- 
lusion to slavery, as led to its abolition. 


for itself, without aid from the General Govern- 


nor obtained aid in this behalf. 

believe, pasved the act of emancipation in 1798, 
| neither asking nor obtaining aid from the General 
Government. New Jersey passed its enactment 


| shire and New York, suffered the loss without aid 
from the General Government; and so with Con- 
necticut. 

I have shown that the States of Pennsylvania 
and Rhode Island emancipated their slaves, or 





of Confederation. | have also shown that the 


vent of Lincoln into power, we have had uniform 
and harmonious action upon this point. The 


claimed that Congress had constitutional power 
tofore. Hence the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 


where he derived his authority to make the ap- 


Missouri to emancipate her slaves; in other words, 
to pass the bill and amendments now under con- 
sideration. My colleague (Mr. Trumsutv] con- 
fessed by his answer before the Senate and the 
country that there was no clause in the Federal 
Constitution that warranted the appropriation 
sought to be made by this bill. My colleague said 
the authority was in the sameclause that gave Con- 
gress the power to appropriate money to colonize 
the negroes. I deny that you have the constitu- 
tional power to appropriate one dollar or one cent 
to aid Missouri or any other State or individual to 
free the negro, or colonize him after he is free. I 
call upon Senators now to point out the clause 
in the Constitution that authorizes you to vote for 
this bill, None of them dare undertake the task. 
The President himself has, in the most public 
manner, admitted the want of power, by saking 
Congress to submit amendments to the Constitu- 
tion to give it, x 

In view of these facts, [say our people are just- 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. President, at the | 


| for emancipation in 1820, and, like New Hamp- 


took the initiatory stepstodo so, underthe Articles 


States of New Hampshire, New York, New Jer- 
sey, and Connecticut, since the adoption of the 
Constitution, have each for itself emancipated their 
slaves without aid from the General Government. 
During our entire existence asa nation till the ad- 


States, and the States alone, had the sole and ex- 
clusive power to act in this matter, and did alone 
act. No one, till the present Executive, has ever 


to appropriate money for any such purpose. There 
has been no difference of opinion or action here- 


Davis,}with great propriety propounded the ques- 
tion to my colleague, [Mr. TromsBv.t,] to know 


propriation of twenty milliong to aid the State of 


i} 
| 
it 


} 
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ified in the declaration that they will not pay taxes 
levied upon them for purposes not warranted by 
the Constitution. 

I repeat the invitation to Senators who intend 
to vote for this bill, to point out the clause in the 
Constitation conferring the power upon Congress 
to make the appropriation, or to instance the act 
of legislation heretofore or the judicial decision 
which would justify the exereise of the power 
claimed by this bill. 1 apprehend none can be 
found; if it existed, the friends of the measure 
would parade it before us. 

Sir, during the progress of our history under the 
Constitution, in times of prosperity, when mone 
was abundant, the States went on and, with sole 
and clear right to do so, abolished slavery. The 
Federal Government never aided them. Nobody 


| ever pretended that the Federal Government had 


the power thus to aid them. It was reserved for 
this Administration, when our Treasury is ex- 
hausted, and our bonds selling in the market at 


'| fifty cents on the dollar; when we are in a great 


] 
| 


| 


} 


| | 


| 
| 
| 


j 
| 
j 


struggle for national existence; when we are stand. 
ing by the fresh-made graves of two hundred thou- 
sand of our soldiers who have perished in the war; 
when we have on our hands one hundred thousand 
widowsand five hundred thousand orphans; when 
your Army in the field has nog been paid, because 
you have not the money to pay them, (having ex- 
hausted the means which should have been paid 
to them, on vagabond contrabands,) to bring for- 
wardsuch ascheme as this—a measure elanbick 
if carried into effect, to lessen the value of our se- 
curities in the market, and to impair what little of 
public confidence is had for the Chief Magistrate 
and his friends in Congress; a measure full of mis- 
chief and wrong, withouta single feature of good 
or benefit to the country to redeem it in the pop- 
ular estimation. There is no line or sentence in 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I thank theSenatorfor || the bill that I could support. The millions ap- 
placing me right in this matter. New Hampshire || propriated forthe freedom of the negro would make 


| comfortable many a widow whose husband, and 


| 
1 


} 


| 
| 
| 


ment, abolished slavery. The State neither asked || many an orphan whose father has offered up his 
New York, I || life on the bloody field for the cause of his coun- 


try, and for whose wanf and suffering you are 
making no provision. 

Mr. President, | might rest my objection to 
the bill on the want of power in Congress under 
the Constitution. But, sir, if we had the power 
there are other reasons why I could not lend it 
my support. The President has issued a proc- 
lamation to free all the slaves in the rebel States. 
He and his friends claim that he did this under 
necessity as a war measure. The reason assigned 
is that he has the power to weaken the enemy by 
withdrawing from their midst and employment 
the slaves who cultivate the crops and raise the 
products to feed and clothe armies; that the slave 
does the work while the master goes to war. In 
other words, the slave is made to aid the rebel- 
lion. This is the argument that he and his apol- 
ogists urge for his proclamation, If the rebels 
profit as they say by slavery, why, when we can 
avail ourselves of their labor, should we not profit 
by the example that is set us by them? You pro- 
pose by this bill, as it is claimed by the Senator 
from Missouri, to set free seventy thousand slaves. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. One hundred thou- 


sand. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON. I thought the Senator 


said seventy thousand. You propose to give 
$20,000,000 if they are set free in a year; you 
propos to give only $10,000,000 if it is deferred 
to a later period. You propose to set free one 
hundred thousand negroes. Those one hundred 
thousand negroes in the State of Missouri pos- 
sess power and force enough, if employed for our 
benefit, to enable full fifty thousand white men to 
go to the war and fight, while the negro remains 
at home to raise the wheat, the corn, the beef, and 
the pork to feed them. We can employ them 
profitably in this way; there is no other way we 
can. The rebéls thus use them and make them 
profitable; we can, if we are wise and sincere in 

rofession of preserving the Constitution and the 

nion. One hundred thousand negroes belonging 
to Union men, sensibly employed, is a power vast 
and mighty to aid us, but they can only aid us by 
being owned and used by their masters, in like 
qnanner as the rebels use them. Set free they are 
of no earthly use; it will cost us $20,000,000 now, 
and we will have to feed, clothe, and care for them 
as we feed,'c ‘or those we set free 
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away from their homes by our armies. Each 
negro freed costs half as much as the soldier in the 
field to fight your battles. You can only make 





him valuable to our cause by letting him remain | 


in slavery; when freed he is a calamity and ex- 
ense to us. 


But, sir, I pass from that consideration now. || 


| thought when the President first came forward 
with his immense scheme of emancipation and 
colonization, that its discussion became a lunatic 


asylum more than a deliberative body. I think | 


so now. I did not believe we should find one 
other advocate in America. I have been mistaken. 
What is his proposition of which this is a part? 
It isto take four million negroes, to free a part of 
them by proclamation, and to buy the balance and 
colonize the entire number. Any gentleman who 
will look at this scheme of colonization for a mo- 


ment will see that it is perfectly absurd and impos- | 


sible. 

In 1848 we acquired California. Mines the richest 
the world has known; a climate genial as that of 
Italy; a soil productive as toil could wish, has 
allured the emigrant from America, Europe, and 
Asia to its shores. They have drawn from us 


thousands of the most enterprizing and intellectual | 


menand women from the continents of Europe and 
Asia, thousands of those who seek to better their 
fortunes in a land where reality is wilder than fic- 
tion. From all these places, in a period of over 
sixteen years, less than five hundred thousand 
people have located there. Can you hope to send 
away the negroes in this country with all your 


ships drawn from commerce, and all your vessels | 


of war, and all the energies of the white race bur- 
dened to te earth? No, sir, you do not; you 
know youcannot. You cannot send off this vast 
multitude in a century. The persistency with 
which the President has held to this wild and in- 
sane s@heme, and the countenance being given to 
it by his party in Congress, has contributed to 
destroy the value of your securities in the market; 
for sensible men who know how to acquire money 
will not loan to Government or individuals who 
urge such mad schemes. The President thinks 
all these things can be done in thirty-seven years. 
{ remember to have read, some time ago, a very 
ingenious speech made by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, [Mr. Doouirrze,} in which, I think, he 
put the period at one hundred and forty-four 
years. If I misrepresent him | hope he will cor- 
rect me, as I see he is present. Why, sir, you 
have not ships enough, nor money enough on the 
face of the earth to colonize, in thirty-seven years, 
these Africans whom you propose to free; and I 
doubt if you can in three hundred years. 

it may be that Congress does not intend to carry 
out a part of the President’s scheme; it may be 
that his own purpose is changed; that he only in- 
tends to free them, and cast them upon us, and 
leave the struggle to inure here, that has inured 
in the countries upon this continent settled by 
the European race, of either subjecting them to 
bondage or commingling the races. I state,asa 
proposition not to be controverted or denied, that 
there is not a country on the American continent 
where the negro race has been permitted to com- 
mingle with the white race, that the white race 
has not fallen and become degraded. They de- 
scend to the level of the negro; the negro is not 
elevated to the position of the white man. That 
i8 not only true of Mexico, but it is true of Chili, 
Peru, the Argentine Confederation, and all the 
other countries in South America. Wherever that 
race has been kept in subjection you find a stable 
government, and a more intelligent people. That 
is the history of “the races upon this continent. 

Sir, I believe the President has abandoned the 
colonization part of his scheme for the present. 
That he is resolved to free the slaves everywhere, 
and at any cost of blood and treasure, I have no 
doubt. That he is resolved to make them our 
equals in political rights, disregarding the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and each, or any, or 
all of the States, I as fully believe. The evidences 
that prove these are abundant, an@, to my mind, 
conclusive. I will submit a few of these proofs, 
and hereafter others. 

The Attorney General, at the instance of the 
President, gives an opinion announcing, for the 
first time from any national official position in this 
country, that Africans born here are citizens, dis- 
regarding the decision of the Court, of 
the United States in the Dred tt case—the 











} . ‘ . . 
| highest legal tribunal in the land. He assumes in 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 789 


A 





——— ee 


But, sir, we have only a temporary suspension, 


| that opinion that the question has not been adju- || The military authorities in Missouri send by the 


one presented by the pleadmgs in the case; and 
that is, that Dred Scott is not a citizen. The 
learned Attorney General admits that a slave ig 
not a citizen; but claims that the slave, not a cit- 
izen, becomes one as soon as he is free. The only 
way a person, nota citizen, can become one, is 


Congress. The laws confine the naturalization 
to whites; and when the Attorney General admits 
that it has been adjudicated that a slave is not a 


AS 


that slave can only become a citizen through the 
courts by being naturalized. The President, how- 
ever,wanted this opinion for some purpdse. What 
was that purpose? Evidently for the advantage 


and benefit of the ‘‘ free American of African de- 
scent.’’ 


of nothing else since his election to the Presi- 
dency; and I fear he will think of nothing else 


destroyed, and our nationality lost. 

What use had he for this opinion? In some of 
the States there are prohibitions against the emi- 
gration and settlement of negroes there. 
must be overcome. 
wants to try a few more experiments. 
tutions do not stand much in his way. 


This | 
He is the mantodoit. He | 
Consti- | 


—— 


citizen, it seems to me that he does concede that | 


He has thought of nothing else, wrote | 
of nothing else, talked of nothing else, dreamed | 


until our Union is dissolved, our Constitution | 


I must repeat what I stated the other day, for it | 


is necessary to make a repetition in order to bring 
the facts clearly before the country. 


In the con- | 
stitution of Illinois, adopted in 1848, there is a |} 


clause prohibiting the settlement of negroes in that | 


State. That provision was placed there by a pop- 
ular vote nearly unanimous. In 1862 anoth 

vision more stringent and effective was submitted 
by a convention to amend the constitution for ap- 
proval, and in June last that was adopted by a 


er pro- 


vote of two hundred and odd thousand to forty odd | 


thousand. Ifa similar proposition could be sub- 
mitted now more stringent than either of the others 
i think it would get a majority of two hundred 
and fifty thousand. There is no division of senti- 
ment among our people on this subject, and I am 
ready to defend the opinion entertained so unan- 
imously in Illinois. Last year, a general by the 
name of Tuttle telegraphed to Mr. Stanton to 
know what he should do with a vast number of 
negroes he had at Cairo in that State; and Mr. 
Stanton replied in substance to him, send them 


out into Illinois and at the public expense where | 
ever parties will agree to take care of them. They | 


disposed of that batch and distributed them over 


our State by military dictation and in violation of | 


our State constitution and laws. 


Our people were | 


a good deal excited about this outrage, and as there | 


was an election pending in the State, the conduct 
of this mere clerk to the President, his chief clerk 
in the War Office, doing some mischief to their 
friends, soon after this order came, and the batch 
on hand being disposed of, Mr. clerk telegraphed 
General Tuttle to send no more contrabands into 
[illinois until further orders. 


I assume that this clerk did not act in this mat- | 


ter without the direction of his superior. 
for granted the order tosend them in, and the order 
to stop, came from the President. 
ing, it is to be presumed Mr. Lincoln knew he 
was violating the constitution and the laws of the 
State by sending them there. While I do not giwe 
the President credit for much information | must 


I take || 


Thus emanat- || 


insist he knew this. He had lived in Illinois from | 


early manhood, till he came to Washington to as- 


sume the duties of President, and tell over his old | 


vulgar stories. 


He had mauled rails in Illinois. | 


He had kept a grocery there, practiced law there, | 


been in the Black Hawk war, (and in that war he || 


learned his mighty military strategy,) been in the | 
Legislature there, came to Congress from there, | 


and I wish to God he was back there now, and we 


had some citizen with thoughts and intellect and | 


love of country superior to his, with thoughts || 
elevated above the negro, who would devote his | 


thoughts and soul to save a Union dear to us, and | 


a Constitution priceless in value. If the ship of 
State can ride out the storm with a commander 
and crew seeking to beach her, until we can place 
intellect and intelligence in command, and an hon- 
estcrew aboard, constitutional liberty and national 
unity will be perpetuated. 


according to the naturalization laws passed by || 











| places and ask us to pay three or 


| dicated by that court. The question, and the only || force of arms the negroes of their citizens that 
question, decided in the case of Dred Scott, is the 


they free into the State on one side, while the 
army of Tennessee is sending them upon another} 
and all this, | presume, is receiving the approval 
of the Executive here. A single instance I pro# 
pose to give, coming from the State of Missouri, 
the State asking this appropriation. As l find the 
case well stated ina newspaper from the places 
where the occurrence took place, [ will avail my- 
self of its possession to read it: 

*On Thursday last a squad of some twelve or fifteen 
soldiers, having in charge a family of eight or ten negroes, 
appeared at the ferry landing on the opposite side of the 


river, and demanded of Captain Renfrow, commander of 
the ferry beat, the transportation of the negroes across the 


river into Quincy. Captain Renfrow refused, for the réa- 


son that the Jaws of Missouri imposed a heavy penalty for 
conveying negroes out of the State, and for the reason, also, 
that the laws of Illinois imposed a heavy penalty for bring. 
ing negroes into the State. Captain Taylor, the owner of 
the ferry, was present at the time, we understand, and pro 

tested against the use of the ferry boat for the purpoee, aa 
he too would be subject to penaity in either State. The 
commander of the squad, with revolver in hand, threatened 
to shout any one who should attempt to untie the cable of 
the boat, when Captain Rentrow deliberately walked ashore 
and cast loose the cable, and returned to the boat. Mr. 
George Holt, the pilot, laid himself down tn the pilot-house 
for security from the balls of the soldiers, if they should be 
ordered to fire, aud the engineer put on steam, and placed 
himself on the outward side of the boilers, and the boat was 
under headway trom shore without the negroes. For some 
reason not explained, the soldiers reserved their fire, but 
threatened to return the next morning with sufficient force 
to insure the passage of the negroes juto Ilinols. They did 
not return, however, as threatened. 

** On yesterday afternoon a company of thirty -five or forty 
soldiers were down from Palmyra, and while the ferry boat 
was lying at the Missouri shore, arrested Mr. Mills, super- 
intendent of the Quincy and Palmyra railroad, Captain 
Renfrow, and Mr. Holt. Mr. Mills, we learn, was soon re- 
leased, but Captain Renfrow and Mr. Holt were taken tw 
Palmyra, without the shadow of law, for what purpose we 
know not. They have violated no law of Missourl. On 
the contrary, they refused to violate the laws of either Mis 
souri or Iiinois, and for that refusal they were forcibly 
seized by a gang of soldiers and carried to Palmyra, perhaps 
thence to be sent to Fort La Fayette or the old Capitol 
prison. Captain Renfrow and Mr. Holt are both respectable 
citizens of Quincy, and are law-abiding men. Mr. Holt, 
we learn, is a Republican, and of course, according to Re- 
publican belief, is perfectly loyal. These are substantially 
the facts in relation to this affair, as far as we have beer 


advised.’’ 

Mr. HENDERSON. What paper is that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Quincy Herald. 
I know myself of their coming there with negroes 
and threatening to shoot the captain and pilot if 
they did not bring them across the river. Sir, we 
are entitled to some protection there. We are en- 
titled to be freed from this curse being cast upon 
us. Itis part of the plan undoubtedly—of course 
| make no allusion to the Senator from Missouri 
in this—to transport the negroes from the State 
of Missouri as fast as they are free, into the State 
of Illinois. Our people have said that they would 
not have this population among them. The prop- 
osition is now presented to us to tax our peuple 
for the purpose of making the militia from the 
State of Missouri violate our laws and imprison 
our citizens. Now, sir, we complain of this. 1 
say it in all kindness; fer there are between the 


| Senator from Missouri and myself old ties of 


friendship and party association. When I have 
been heretofore pressed in political conflicts, he 
has lent me his kindly aid. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We were kicked out of 
the party at Charleston together. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But, sir, I have aright 
to complain and | do complain of this. The sol- 
diers from Illinois with their bayonets helped to 
drive from the State of Missouri the secessionists 
who threatened to overrun and take possession of 
that State. Their bones lie bleaching on all the 
battle-fields in that State. Those fathers and those 
mothers who have lost their sons think it is but 
poor compensation to send back aageeen in their 

our hundred 
dollars apiece for them. ‘The relatives of those 
who have fallen think it hard that the pittance left 
shall be taken from them in taxation to pay for 
the purchase of negroes. 

I have some of the evidences for the belief I have 
expressed, that the President intends to give at 
whatever cost equal political rights to the ° 
with the whites. I have noticed no publié meetin 
in our State ofeither political party—and there have 
been numbers of them since the recommendation 
of the President on this subject—which has not 
condemned the policy of buying the negroes in 
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these border States. We think in Llinois that if 
the people of Missouri are tired of the institution 
of slavery, Missouri should do as New York, 
as New Jersey, as New Hampshire, and as Iili- 
nois herself did, abolish the institution, and suffer 
the joss among her own citizens. There is no rea- 
son, there can be none urged that I can see, wliy 
our people should be taxed to pay for slaves which 
the Senator says the people of Sdissours are will- 
ing to wet free, He has the example of all these 
other States, and he has but to follow those exam- 
ples, and they will become free. 

‘There are many reasons why | do not want this 
bill passed. I might state—and I ought to have 
ihe evidence with me, but I find | have not—that 
while our provost marshals that they call on us to 
pay in Missouri-—— 

Mr.POWELL. Will the Senator give way for 
an adjournment in order that he may obtain those 
papers? if he desires it, 1 will make that motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no objection. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Illinois has 
not got some documents to which he wishes to 
refer, and I will therefore move that the Senate 
adjourn. 
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| nor President could resist: 
| gentlemen. 


| 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Moras | 


in the chair.) The Senator from Kentucky moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. POWELL. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and noys were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 10, nays 25; as follows: 

YDAS—Mosers. Davis, Harding, Kennedy, Nesmith, 
Powell, Richardsou, Saulsbury, Turple, Wall, and Wiieon 
of Mi-sourl—1]0. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Arnold, Clark. Coliamer, Cow 
an, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, 
Harrie, Henderson. Howard. Llowe, King, Lane of Ladiana, 
Lane of Kansas, Morrill, Romeroy, Suomer, Ten Eyck, 
Tiumbull, Willey, and Wilson of Massachusetts—25. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn, 

Mr. RICHA RDSON. Mr. President, it is said 
that in times like these we should have no divis- 
ion. The southern country bas set us an exam- 





Iiake issue with you, 
Yau are responsible for the division 
in public sentiment. 


If there are discussions lead- | 


ing to insubordination in the Army, you have pro- | 


duced them, notwe. Until I saw the President’s 
proclamation I was upon the stump every day in 
Mlinois urging our countrymen to maintain the 
Governmentand the Constitution, In my speeches 
prior tothe proclamation | made no assault upon 
the Administration; | made no issue with the Pres- 
ident. Since the proclamation was issued, in all 


my speeches I have denounced it as destructive of | 


both the Constitution and the Union. 

Judge Douglas, in his speech before the Legis- 
lature at Springfield in April, 1861, made use of 
this remarkable language: 


‘Hence I repeat that I am not prepared to take up arms 
or to sanction a policy of our Government to take up arms 


| to make any war upon the rights of the southern States, 
| upon their domestic institutions, upon their rights of per- 


son Or property; but, on the contrary, would rush to their 


| defense and protect them from assaults. But while that is 
| the case, I will never cease to urge my countrymen to take 
| up arms to fight to the death in defense of our indefeasible 
| Nights. Hence, if war does come, it is a war of self-defense 


on our part.” 
He adds, in the same speech: 
“ There is no path forambition for me in a divided conn- 


| try after having 50 bong served a united and glorious coun- 


On that motion I call for the || 


try. Hence, whatever we do must be the result of duty, 


of conviction, of patriotic duty, the duty that we owe to || 


| ourselves, to Our posterity, and to the friends of constitu 
| tonal liberty and self-government throughout the world.” 


ple in that respect which we ought to imitate. I | 


submit it to gentlemen on the other side, if they 
themselves are not responsible for all this divis- 
ion. So long as you forbore to urge your party 
measures you had no division. The Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Howarp] charged, the other day, 


‘ tutional liberty. 


' and stood by the country, rea 


In the same speech, he says: 

“ So far as any of the partisan questions are concerned, 
I stand in equal, eternal, and undying opposition, both to 
the Republicans and to the secessionists.” 

He said there could only be “ patriots and trai- 
tors.”’ Patriots are for preserving the Constitu- 
tion; traitors are for its destruction. He died, 
believing that the Republicans, like the Demo- 
erats, had given up their party creed and their 
party organization, and were standing for consti- 
He died under the firm convic- 
tion that he surrendered his party organization 

5 to defend it, and 
that the Republican party were willing to do the 
same thing. He declared to their party measures 
eternal and undying hostility. You, gentlemen, 


, now come forward with measures infinitely worse 


during the course of his remarks, that the Dem- |! 


ocratic leaders were responsible for this division 
in the country. I desire to say to that gentleman 
now that all the leaders upon the face of the earth 


could not have controlled er induced the people | 


to favor the measures which have been brought 
forward for action here, and the measures of the 
President of the United States, Sir, they would 


raise up leaders frag their own midst to guide | 


them. 
in the contestin Lilinois last election they had all, 
or nearly all, of our old leaders; and yet our peo- 
ple were so determined to preserve the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, to preserve the Govern- 


My colleague will bear me witness that | 


ment seelf, us their fathers had made it, that they | 


disregarded leaders. ‘The strongest man who had 
coéperated with us was notable to carry with him 
into the opposition, or the Administration party, 
a single man anywhere. 

But, sir, if we will turn back a litde in our his- 
tory, if we will tecur to the position which all 
parties occupied eighteen months ago, we shall 
have no difficulty m determining where the re- 
sponsibility ought to Le placed. The President 
of the United States in his inaugural address said 
that he had no power over this institution of sla- 
very, and «did not intend to exercise any. Both 


branches of Congress, at the called session of the | 


summer following, declared that they would not 
interfere nor interpose in any respect in reference 
to it; that the war should be prosecuted for the 
supremacy of the Constitution and the laws. You 
departed from that platform; and now you turn 
round and say to us, “ you are creating parties 
and bringing purty questions for discussion in the 
eountry.”’ You Republicans quote the name of 
the Ulustrious Senator from my State, whose suc- 
cessor} unm on this Moor, in opposition to the po- 
sition assumed by us, Sir, ] siand to-day, in ref- 
erence to all these questions, precisely where he 
siood before hia death, If he were living now he 
would be ia deadly hosulity to all your views, and 
instead of being in this body acting with thirteen 
or fourteen Senators, he waquid be at the head of 
a party in this country such as neither Senators 


than any you proposed in any of your party plat- 
forms prior to the election, and you find fault with 
us because we do not choose to forget every duty 
we owe to the country, to the Constitution, and 
our manhood, and Jet you do whatever you choose 
to say is necessary for the Union. 

But, sir, let me callattention to another speech 
made by him—the last he ever made. Speak- 
ing of the secessionists, he says: 

“The slavery question is a mere excuse. They uve the 
slavery question a8 a means to aid the accomplishment of 
their ends.” 

But, sir, he says: 


* We must not invade constitutional rights. Tie inno- 
cent must not suffer, nor women and children be the vic- 
tims. Savages must not be letloose. But while I sanction 
no war on the rights of others, I will implore my country- 


| men not to lay down their arms until our own are recog- 


uc 


nized.” 


You deny the rights of patriotic men, loyal men 


| to the Constitution South; youdo notrecognize the 
| rightsof Democrats anywhere, We stand in oppo- || 


siuon to you, and shall so stand until the last one 
of your creed is driven from office. Constitu- 
tional liberty is not safe in your hands; Govern- 
ment is netsafe when you administer it; you can- 
not be trusted with money,even. There we stand. 
‘here is where Lincoln and the Republican party 
professed to stand at the outbreak of this rebel- 
lien, or immediately afterwards. You depart from 
the platform on which you then steod; youaban- 
don it; you bring forward measures, as I believe, 
in violation of the Constitution, detrimental and 
ruinous to the country; and you complain of us 
because we object tothem. You say we are rais- 
ing party questions; that we are not patriotic to 
the country. The. Senator from Michigan the 
other day intimated that probably we were not 
very loyal to the country., Sir, in that respect 
I stand the peer and equal of that Senator, the 
President of the United States, or anybody else. 
My devotion to the Constitution and the Union 
is notexceeded by his or anybody else’s. My 
efforts to preserve that Constitution and that Union 


have been us siraightforward, as direct, and as ull- 
yielding as his or anybody else’s, 
issouri (Mr. Hewnensow]) 


Sir, my friend from 


“ 


(ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


| now seek to overthrow the 


| to-day itis my duty to forget. 








— 











alluded a moment ago to the fact that he and | 
were driven out of the Charleston convention 
‘‘kicked out of the party,’’ as he says, Well! 
sir, we had a pretty good number kicked out with 
us; and I wish to say right here, in reference to 
that matter, that against those men in rebellion | 
have as strong prejudices as any manin America. 
In my opinion they violated party faith, They 
Jonstitution of the 
country. Iam for putting them down; not by 
proclamations and resolutions and loyal speeches, 
But, sir, while | am for putting them down, I am 


| not for surrendering any right that I have under 


the Constitution. When | talk about rights under 
the Constitution, I mean those rights that belong 
to men who are not attempting to overthrow and 
destroy it. 

Mr. President, if heretofore during the progress 
of my life I have been guided by passion and im- 
pulse, standing in the midst of this mighty revo- 
lution, when the country is struggling for exist- 
ence, | ought to know no passion and no prejudice; 
I ought to forget them; and in this Senate here 
Sir, I have talked 
of these things because they seemed to force them- 
selves necessarily along with the consideration of 
this matter, 

Now, Mr. President, I want a short but candid 
conversation with those gentlemen who seem to 
think that patriotism aud wisdom will die when 
they do. There are some facts important for them 
to know. Let me say to them—and J say it not 


| unkindly—the public sentiment has condemned 


you, your policy, plans, campaigns, actions, and 
all. You have lost the public confidence, not by 


misrepresentation, but as a fair judgment on your 


acts. Thisisclear. You have done this yourselves, 
We could not control the popular will; for, if we 
could, Lincoln nor none of you would have been 
in positions where you have done so mu@h mis- 
chief; we would have beaten you in 1860. You 
are beginning to understand this; and | think in 
two years you will fully comprehend the matter. 
You want to know how you are to get soldiers, 
and how to carry on the war. I willtell you. Let 
Mr. Lincoln recall his proclamation of emancipa- 
tionatonce. He has as much power to recall as 
he has to issue it. Let him not delay a single day. 
Repeal your confiscation bills— those bills that cost 
us so much and give us nothing good in return; 
bills that add annually hundreds of thousands of 


| dollars to our expenses by paying officer's that do 


nothing but draw their salaries and give nothing 
in return. Proclaim to every one in rebellion to 
lay down their arms; that the rank and file of their 
army shall be forgiven, and find hereafier, as they 


have found heretofore, protection ample and com- 
| plete for their persons and property under the Con- 


stitution in the Union of their fathers. If you adopt 
this course you raise armies, procure money, pie- 
serve the Constitution, and save the Union. Liu- 
coln’s policy and measures, if persisted in, lead to 
division, destruction, ruin, the loss of the Union, 
the destruction of the Constitution, the overthrow 
of the Government itself. In any other Govern- 


| ment than this the popular expression of opinion 


would have influenced the rulers to change their 


| policy. Under any other President than Mr. Lin- 


col a change would have been made in this coun- 


|| try. -You cannot carry on an immense war bere 


for objects and purposes to which nine tenths ot 
the people are unalterably opposed. It is impos- 
sible. I believe to-day that a majority of the 
people in every State in the Union except Massa- 
chusetts is opposed to a way for the emancipation 
of the negroes. 

The elections last fall were but the first of what 
will be a long succession of condemuations of this 
Administration. We had no patronage to bestow. 
We had no power to awe the timid, Truth, the 
justice and wisdom of our course, was all we had 
to offer. The President has trusted the promises 
of fanatics like Governor Andrew and Greeley. 
They have deceived him. They will always de- 
ceive him. He issued his proclamation for eman- 
cipation, armi@s did not come, victories did not 
crown our arms; defeat, disaster, has followed 
the act. Though incalculable mischief has been 
done our cause, he can yet retrace his steps and 
help to save something of that magnificent Gov- 
ernment temporarily committed by a _credulous 
and confiding people to his charge. He will ap- 
pear in history either as a statesman or a harle- 
quin. The last chance for his choice of those 
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ositions is now presented. 
cept the choice of statesman, let him come forward 
at once and say, I have been deceived, I have been 
mistaken; for my country | will abandon errors, I 
will correct mistakes; [ have been in error, | have 
been mistaken; I will change my policy, my ad- 
yisers, and endeavor to redeem, as far as possible, 
in the next two years, the errors and mistakes of 
the last two. If he fails in this, he goes into his- 
tory for his stories and his anecdotes, told while 
millions of his countrymen were struggling upon 
the bloody battle-field to save the Constitution and 





| 


forward for this radical change is not appropriate. | 
No mischief will be done to Missouri by defeating 
this bill. She has her slaves. Lether keep them un- | 
Jess her people want to set them free. Great wrong 


will be done to other sections of the country if || 
you pass the bill. In my State, in public meetings, || 


the people have resolved that they would not pay | 


taxes for this purpose. Suppose you give peace || 


to Missouri, and give revolution to Illinois: do 
you gain anything in power by that? We have | 
in the field to-day over one hundred thousand | 
soldiers, and I can with pride say you have none | 
better anywhere else. You have two hundred | 
thousand men there to draw from to fill up your 
Army if you lose this one now in the field. If |) 
you drive our people into rebellion because they | 
conceive that they are paying taxes that are not 
warranted by the Constitution of the United States, 
instead of helping the cause of the country, you | 
injure it. A portion of the people from Missouri 
have been drawn off into the southern army and || 
a portion of them have to be left at home to keep 
the peace and keep the rebels away, while from | 
our State we have sent our troops everywhere 
througlrout the land where troops were needed. || 
There were other points I wished to present, | 
but, as I had not the evidences here, | shall have || 
to forego now the privilege of doing so. J have 
given reasons satisfactory to myself for opposing |} 
this bill, and why I shall oppose kindred meas- || 
ures. My position, I am sure, will be sustained || 


by two thirds of the people of the State of Illinois. | 
| 
i] 


After a few more fleeting days your power in Con- | 
ress will cease forever; and our people are look- | 
ing forward with fond hope to the time when, in } 
the other end of this Capitol, other interests are to || 
be cared for besides that of the negro. We must || 
endure till then the action of those condemned by || 
public opinion. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on |; 
agreeing to the amendment, as amended. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. What amendment is it? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. It 
is all in one. 
Mr. POWELL. Was there a vote taken on 
the amendment striking out one year? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. There was; and 
it was negatived. 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 


\} 
a] 


I desire to offer 
one other amendment, to insert as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, That no part of the bonds herein 
epecified shall be delivered until the act of the Legislature 
or the constitutional convention of the State of Missouri 
providing for the emancipation of the slaves in said State 





| 


jnstitutions of their fathers. | ment to the bill, so as to submit the question to 


The time at which this proposition is brought || 


| 
} 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








If he chooses to ac- i slaves in that State, that it should be accompanied | 
| by some condition to take the sense of the people 
of that State as to whether they desire this insti- 


tution to be abolished or not? , 
Gentlemen or the other side of the Chamber are 


| much in the habit of saying that this isa slavehold- 
| ers’ rebellion. 


I do not concur with them in that 


assertion. I believe itis more of an abolition than 


| aslaveholders’ rebellion. They assert further that 
this institution of slavery is an aristocratic insti- | 


tution. If they believe that, I hope they will come 
up to our aid and assist us in passing this amend- 


the votes of the people of Missouri whether or not 


they will have the institution of slavery abolished | 


in that State. I trust Senators on that side of the 


Chamber do not desire the institution of slavery | 


overthrown in the State of Missouri unless the 


people of that State desire that it should be over- | 


thrown. If that is their conviction, then they 
should vote for the amendment that is proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri. 


We all agree, and we are all constantly in the | 
habit of asserting the theory, that this is a Gov- | 


ernment of the people; that it is a Government 
based upon the consent of those who are governed, 
That is a truth which [| suppose none will con- 
trovert. That being so, how can any gentleman 
withhold his vote from this amendment? None 


will be so bold as to assert that there was not some | 
| military interference, at least, with the elections 
in Missouri at which this Legislature was elected. || 


The people of Missouri are the only sovereignty 
which, in my judgment, should decide this mat- 
ter. 
ment, abides with the people, and with the people 
alone. If this Congress shall pass this bill, I wish 
them to submit this great and important question 
to the decision of the people of Missouri as to 
whether they want your $20,000,000 or not. To 
be sure, they shall never get $20,000,000 or twenty 


| million cents by any vote of mine for this uncon- 


stitutional purpose; but, sir, if you are determined 


measure through, for God’s sake let the people be 
consulted. Do notleave it to the Legislature who 
many think were elected by force, by fraud, and 
in violation of the laws of the State of Missouri. 


I trust, sir, that this amendment may be adopt- | 


ed. It ought‘o be adopted if the bill is to pass. 
Itis but right and just that the people of Mis- 
souri should be consulted upon this matter. I shall 
not enter into a detailed argument against the bill 
at the present time, because when all the amend- 
ments have been passed upon and the bill is about 
to be submitted on its final passage, I propose to 
discuss at length the entire bill; but I put it to 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber to 


know whether or not they are willing to allow the | 


people who are to be most affected by this bill to 
say at the polls whether or not they will interfere 
with this domestic institution in their own State. 
I know it has been atheory with those Senators, 
and was incorporated in their Chicago platform, 
that the people have the exclusive right to contro! 
their own domesticaffairs. I desire that the peo- 
ple, in taking action upon a measure of such grave 
moment to them, should be permitted an oppor- 
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| the State of Missouri. 


| ginal views upon this subject. 


Sovereignty, under our system of govern- |) 
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constitution. The mode and manner of amending 
the instrument is prescribed. Now, suppose a 
new convention be called; IL apprehend that the 
Legislature of the State of Missouri is better 
qualified to determine whether this question ought 
to be submitted to the people than the Senator 
from Kentucky or myself. Lam ove of the last 
men in the world to take any power from the 
people. If 1 am democratic in anything it is in 
that. But, sir, this amendment may defeat the 
very object which it apparently desires to accom- 
plish, and therefore I am against it. 

I call my colleague’s attention also to the fact 
that in this amendment he provides that it muat 
be ratified by a majority of the “legal voters’ of 
How does he know who 
they are? A great many of our voters in the State, 


' as he or some other Senator has told us this even- 


ing, are in the southern confederacy. Te does 
not say a majority of those voting upon the prop- 
osition, but a majority of the legal voters of the 
State. Why, sir, that is impossible for him or 
for me to ascertain at the present time. 

Hence, I say the only object of the amendment 
—I will not say object—the effect of the amend- 
ment is to defeat anything like a constitutional 
amendment, anything like a law, anything like a 
true ascertainment of the will of the people upon 
the subject. I have purposely left all the details 
of the measure to the Legislature or to the con- 


|| vention that may be called in order to take it into 


consideration. I shall not withdraw from my ori- 
} It is best to be 
lefttothem, They understand it better than Sen- 
ators here can possibly understand it, and there- 
fore I hope the amendment may be defeated. 


Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I will remove the 


objection of my colleague to the amendment, in 


art, by substituting for the words ** majority of 
egal voters,’’ the words ** majority of those voting 
at the election.” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator Will 


|| be allowed to so modify his amendment, if there 
by this kind of cry that is raised here to carry this | 


be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Missouri 
tells the Senate that it would be impossible under 
the provisions of the constitution of &is State to 
submit this question to the people. With great 
deference, I differ from the hounthe. Sir, if you 
amend your constitution by a convention of the 
people, what hinders the convention from submit- 


| ting their amendments to the people for their nat- 


ification or rejection? That has been the mode 
pursued by nearly all the States with the consti- 
tutions they now have. I know it was the case 
with our last constitution in Kentucky, in 1850. 
The convention agreed to submit the new consti- 
tution to the vote of the people. They did so 
submit it, and an overwhelming majority of the 
people voted for it. Then the convention reas- 
sembled and proclaimed it as the constitution. It 
seems to me, therefore, there can be no difficulty 
in this matter, if you amend the constitution 


through the instrumentality of a convention. 


If you amend through the instrumentality of 
your Legislature, there can be no difficulty; for, 
as I understand the constitution of Missouri, one 
Legislature must pass the amendments, and a 


shall be submitted to a vote of the people and approved by 


Legislature thereafter elected must pass them 
a majority of the legal voters of said State. 


| again by atwo-thirds majority before they become 
a part of the constitution. What would hinder 


lions and give up that institution, or whether they 
will preserve the institution as it is. 


I shall say | 


nays upon this amendment. 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr POWELL. [desire to make a few remarks 
in favor of this amendment. Sir, from what is 
known to the country, and from what we have 
heard to-day from the Senator from Missouri and 


no more at present upon this amendment; but I || 


hope that it may be adopted. 
a 


fr. HENDERSON. Mr. President, ordina- 


rily I would be very far from opposing an amend- || 


ment of this sort; but I desire to state to the 
Senate that the proposition itself may defeat 


the Legislature which first proposes the amend- 


| ments to the constitution declaring that the polls 


should be open, and that the people should vote 
whether they were in favor of them or not? There 


| would be nothing to prevent it; and in that way 
| we could get the sense of the people on the sub- 


others, we know that at the present time the people 
of Missouri cannot, unless this question should be 
committed to them directly, have an opportunity | 
of expressing the popular will upon this great 
measure. It 1s well known that a minority,and a 
small minority, of the people of the State of Mis- 
sourialone elected the Legtelgthre that is now con- 
vened in the capital of that State. Itis known, too, 
that the military interfered in some instances with 
the elections in that State. It is believed by a ma- | 
jority of the members of Congress from that State 
that if there had been no military interference there 
would not have been an emancipation Legislature | 
in Missouri, With all these facts before us, is it 
not just and proper, before we pass a law giving 
ti ,000,000 of the public money to the State of 
ri for the purpose of emancipating the 


everything like a constitutional amendment being 
made by any one of the modes provided by our 
constitution. The Senator from Kentucky has 
relied very much upon the wording of our pres- 
ent constitution in order to show that this bill can- 
not within the given time be submitted properly | 
to the people and the Constitution be iaaaade 

Now, a proposition is made to require a consti- 
tutional amendment to be submitted to the people 
when the constitution itself docs not permit it | 
in one of the modes provided for amending the | 
constitution. The constitution provides that an || 
amendment may be proposed by one Legislature || 
by a two-thirds vote; and the next one, if it | 
adopts it by a two-thirds vote, may make it a part 

of the constitution. It cannot be submitted to || 
the people at all in order to become a part of the || 


ject. There is no difficulty in obtatning the sense 
of the people under the constitution of Missouri, 
in my humble judgment. Iam sure that a Le- 
gislature that was elected subsequent to the pro- 
posing of amendments by an antecedent Legis!a- 
ture would defer to the will of the people, and 
never would repass them if they were submitted 
to their people for their votes aud they were ré- 
jected. The Legislature that passes the amend- 
ments originally certainly have that power. There 
| can ‘be no doubt about it. 

| But, sir, the Senator says he will defer on or- 
dinary occasions to the will of the people. If 
there ever was an occasion when the will of the 
| people should be deferred to, this is the one. You 
| could not propose to the people of Missouri a 
graver subject for their consideration; and, with 


| 
tunity to say whether they will take twenty mil- || 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
Mr. POWELL. I will ask for the yeas and | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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reat deference to the Senator, let me say that it || | submit to you, sir, when we consider the nature || 
is doubted whether the Legislature now there \| of man, when we look at the condition of that un- 


truly represents the will of the people. Why not, 


effect, to say whether they wish itor not? None | 
can be against such an amendment except those 
who despise the will of the people. They may 
say what they like; but it results in that, that 
they are afraid to trust the people with their own 


affairs. No astuteness of the logician, no power 


of the rhetorician, can extricate Senators from || 


that position, | 
The Senator says further, you must leave all | 
that with the Legislature of Missouri. I should 
like to know why this Congress, when it is giving 
a of the people’s money, have not some 
ittle right to say at least the conditions upon | 
which it shall be given. The Congressof the na- 
tion are about to pass a solemn decree to give 
$20,000,000 of the public money for this purpose. | 
Have they nota right to annex to it a condition | 
that this money shall not go out of the national | 
Treasury, unless the people of Missouri shall say, | 
by a majority of their votes, that they are in favor 
of the projet; that they favor the scheme which 
Congress desires to inaugurate? The Senator 
would certainly give his people the poor boon, 
the poor privilege of saying at the polls whether 
they will accept these $20,000,000 from the Treas- | 
ury of the United States for the purpose of eman- 
cipating the slaves in the State. That is all the | 
amendment proposes. I cannot see how any Sen- | 
ator who desires to obtain the behest of the people | 
of that State,can withhold his vote from this prop- | 
osition. If we refuse to adopt the amendment, | 
it will be saying directly and distinctly that we | 
will do this without the people of Missouri being 
consulted upon it; and the reason why we limit | 
it Lo one year is that they may not have an oppor- | 
: | 
| 
} 
i 
| 
! 
| 


tunity of passing upon it. 

Why, sir, Senators on all sides must know that | 
thie Legislature was notelected by the fair and un- | 
biased suffrages of the people of Missouri. They | 
are confident ihat if the people of Missouri should | 
ever be permitted to have a free, unbiased election, | 
with bayonets removed from the ballot-box, they | 
would decree against this infamous intermeddling | 
in their affirs by the Federal Government. The | 
peopte of Missouri are a bold and a gallant peo- 
le. They have the capacity, they have the ability, | 

have no doubt, to manage their own domestic | 
affairs in their own way, without the abolition | 
intervention of Congress. Let them do as other | 
States have done if they wish to get clear of their | 
slaves. It is a matter of their own business; it is | 
& matter of their own concernment. If the people | 
of Missouri desire the abolition of slavery, it isa | 
matter of their own concernment, and I certainly 
shall make no objection; bat when they come to 
the national Treasury and demand $20,000,000 of 
money of the hard earnings of a grievously op- 
pressed and overburdened people, as one of the 
representatives of the States I have the right to 
make my solemn protest against it, and I should 
be recreant to my duty if I did not. There is no 
valid reason why this amendment should not be 





tion to manage their own affuirs in their own way, 
will vote against it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, it is not 
my intention, upon this amendment, to enter into 
the general discussion of this question. { may, | 
perhaps, take occasion upon the final passage of | 
the bill, to submit some views in reference to its | 
constitutionality and to itsexpediency. I content | 
myself now simply by saying that radical changes | 
in the conditions of the people should not be | 
raskly or inconsiderately made; and least of all | 
should they be made unless they are called for by | 
the public opinion of those whose interests will | 
be affected by them. 

We have been told by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Henprrson,] and the measure seems 
to be advocated by others on that gfound, that 
this measure will give peace to Missouri; that in- | 
stead of her people being divided in their councils | 
and in their attachment to the Federal Union; in- | 
stead of the lamentable spectacle now being pre- 
sented of one portion of that people being arrayed 
on the side of Federal authority, and another por- 
tion arrayed on the side ofconfederate authority, 

ace will return to that distracted State, and the 

ve ef union will throb and pulsate every heart. | 


| 

| 
adopted. In my judgment, only those who are 
afraid to trust the people of Missouri ina free elec- | 


‘ || happy State, thatsuch a proposition is wholly un- 
then, allow the people, before this law shall take || 


reasonable. Peace to be brought to distracted Mis- 


sour from abolishing that institution which it is | 


said upon this floor is the cause of a large portion 


| of her people flying toarms! Peace, the heavenly | 
| dove of peace, to return to that distracted State 








by doing that which the leaders in the confederate 


| government proclaimed you would do i¥ you had | 
the power, and in anticipation of which they took | 


up arms against the Federal authority! Sir, isthis 


the nineteenth century in which we live? Have we | 


forgotten the lessons of the past? Has reason for- 
saken her throne? Has judgment fled from men’s 
minds that thus we can trifle with our understand- 
ings; that thus we can delude ourselves into an 
imaginary existence, which, when the stern re- 
alities of the future shall stare you in the face, you 
will see is the most awful, most lamentable piece 
of legislation ever enacted by the Federal Con- 
gress? The continued agitation of the slavery 
question for the last thirty years has culminated 
in revolt and in secession; and now we are told 
that in order to do away with that rebellion and 
ww end the efforts of the secessionists it is neces- 


sary that you should do away with that domestic | 


institution! 

Mr. President, if this Congress were wise—par- 
don me; I speak in no disrespectful sense—but if 
our legislation was wise, we should not pursue 
one single step further in legislation in reference 
to these delicate and sensitive questions, Your 
legislation already has aroused a spirit of opposi- 
tion, not only in the southern States, but in almost 
every State in the Union, You not only treatas 
naught the warnings which come up to you from 
Kentucky, from Missouri, from Maryland, and 
other slaveholding States, but you treat as naught 
the solemn warnings given to you by gentlemen 


from non-slaveholding States as to the effect of | 


this policy upon the national peace. I appeal to 
you, sir,is not the Senator from Illinois, who has 


for so many years been intrusted with the confi- | 


dence of his people, to be supposed to know some- 
thing of the state of public sentiment in his coun- 
try? Are these warnings to pass by you as the 
idle wind which you regard not? Already the 
mutterings of the disthat political thunder may be 
heard, and the flashes of the vivid political light- 
ning may be seen, which may place the entire 
North in the same condition that the unhappy 


State of Missouri is in to-night. You have heard | 


the representatives of States that have ever been 
loyal; States which have furnished their full quota 
to support your armies in the field; States that 
have never refused men or money; you have been 
warned by them that the state of the public mind 
is feverish; that the people are taking the alarm; 
that there are breakers ahead; that there is danger 
in the not far distant future; and when these sol- 
emn warnings come up in truthful utterance and 
strike upon your ears; when you see the legisla- 
tive bodies of States, as in the case of New Jer- 
sey, solemnly considering the question, and per- 
haps already adopting resolutions that they will 
repudiate your debt, and mainly on the ground 
that it has been contracted, not for the purpose of 
prosecuting a legitimate war, but for the purposes 
of emancipation and abolition; I ask you, sir, 
when these alarming facts stare you in the face, 
will you treat them asidle words, or will you take 
warning in time? 

Sir, let us have peace where we have peace now. 
Let not the angel of discord come within the coun- 
cils of those States which are now at peace. If 
there must be war, if there must be strife, if there 
must be bloodshed, let it be confined to the un- 
happy regions which are now being desolated by 
contending armies. . Let not revolution be inau- 

urated where it does not now exist, but in time 
Ge wise counsels avert such an unhappy fate. 

But, sir, I have said more than I intended. I 
meant simply at this stage of the debate to speak 
in reference to the amendment offered by the sen- 
ior Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Witson,] which 
I think is just and wise. If it be true that the 
people of Liesbari desire the abolition of slavery 
in that State, they will indicate itata fair popular 
election. Would you, sir; would any man not 
living in Missouri, undertake to mold and sha 
the political and social institutions of that State 
seeeory to the sentiments of the people of that 

te . 
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The right to regulate the political institutions 
of the States is solemnly reserved to them in the 
Federal Constitution. Every living luminary of 
the present day in the political world; all the great 
political lights which have gone out in death, year 
after year, from the foundation of thisGovernment 
to the present hour, have solemnly declared that 








| this is a right reserved to the people of the States 


| themselves, and to them exclusively. Your Web. 


sters, your Clays, your Wrights, and all the great 
men that preceded you held this doctrine. Even 
the leaders of the present Republican party of this 
country in former years maintained this doctrine; 
and even at so late a period as the last session 


_of Congress they declared that Congress had no 


right, neither was it the wish or the intention of 
Congress, to interfere with the political institution 


| or social condition of the several States. Whence 


| this change, sic? Why this change? It is said 


| that it is to give peace to Missouri, that it is to 





ceca tt LC 
es 


| strengthen the bands of the Union. 


I submit this 
question, sir, to you, and to the Senate. The 
proposition now is distinctly made to this body 
to take the sense of the people of Missouri in ref- 
erence to this proposition; and if you deny it what 
will it be said was the cause ikon denial. That 


| in the face of your plighted faith, in the face of 


the solemn declarations on your legislative records, 


| you are not willing that the people of Missouri, 


the legal voters of the State of Missouri, should 
regulate their own domestic institutions in their 
own way. That will be the inference. 

Sir, suppose you pass this act, and it is con- 


| trary to the judgment of a majority of the people 


of Missouri, will you thereby give peace to them? 
No, sir, you will arouse passions in their breasts 
that will cause many of those who have never yet 
taken up arms against you to fly to arms to avenge 
what they consider an outrage. 

I know nothing in reference to the State of 
Missouri further than | can learn from the public 
press and from gentlemen from that State, but I 
judge the people of Missouri as [ would judge the 
people of my own State, the people of Maryland, 
or any other State. As few slaves as we have 
in the State of Delaware, if Congress were to 
undertake, without our consent, to abolish that 
institution in our midst, I firmly believe that you 
would arouse passions in the breasts of a major- 
ity of our people, as loyal a people as ever lived 
in the United States; and why? It is a principle 
violated; itis a right denied; itis aright tram- 
pled upon; and we all know that the instinctive 
promptings of the human heart cause men to fly 
to arms sooner to assert a principle than for any 
other purpose whatever. 

But the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Henper- 
son] seems to think <iat it is impossible, under 
the constitution of Missouri, to take the sense of 
that people upon the question. Why, Mr. Pres- 
ident, what is to hinder the present Legislature of 
the State of Missouri from passing an act submit: 
ting this very question to the people of the State? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That does not make it 
a part of the constitution. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The gentleman says that 
does not make it a part of the constitution. I ad- 
mit it; buat 1 will show him the advantage of such 
a provision being submitted. Suppose the Legis- 
lature of Missouri should pass an act at its pres- 
ent session to take the sense of the people of that 
State upon this question, and a majority of the 

ople of Missouri should decide in favor of it; it 
is true that that would not thereby become part 
and. parcel of the constitution, but it would be a 
jestilication to that Legislature, elected under the 
circumstances which we have heard here to-day, 
to pass an act for calling a convention of the peo- 
ple of Missouri that they might incorporate it 
into their constitution; or, if they did not choose 
to call a convention for that purpose, to pass an 
amendment to the constitvtion by legislative en- 
actment which could be confirmed ata subsequent 
session of the Legislature of Missouri, accord- 
ing to the provisions of the constitution of that 
State. g 

Now, sir, if it is peace you want, if it is to 
render Missouri satisfied, if itis to make her peo- 
ple adhere closely to the Federal Union, give them 
an opportunity to express their own wish upon 
this subject; and when a majority so decides, no- 
body will have a right to complain; because if a 
majority of the epople of the State of Missouri 
wish to abolish slavery, I do not presume that 
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there is any man inthe United States, whether he || | want the money too; but my colleague is per- | 


be a slaveholder or opposed to slavery, whether || feetly willing that we emancipate, and then he 
he be in favor of or opposed to that institution, || does not want the money, it seems. That is the 


who will raise the least objection to it. Certainly 
no one outside of Missouri would have a right to 
raise any objection to it, 

Mr. HENDERSON. The Senator from Del- 
aware thinks that it may be very wrong, highly 
improper, indeed, to interfere with any of the in- 
ternal affairs of Missouri. I- desire to ask the 
Senator from Delaware if he does not think that 
the adoption of an amendment here which would 
compel them to amend their constitution in one 
of the ways in which they are not permitted to 
amend it under the present constitution, would be 
interfering with their affairs? 

Mr. SAHULSBURY. Certainly if we adopted 
an amendment here which would not allow them 
the privilege of amending their constitution in their 
own way, that would be interfering. But the 
Senator will bear in mind my position, that the 
adoption of this amendment would not so prevent 
the people of Missouri from amending their con- 
stitution in their own way, but it would be saving 
to the people of Missouri the right fully to ex- 
press their wish in reference to the matter, which 
wish might subsequently be acted upon by the 
Legislature, or by the people in their sovereign 
capacity in convention assembled. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The clause has already 
been read. Let me ask the Senator if a vote of 
the people would make it any more or any less an 
amendment of the constitution after its adoption 
by the Legislature ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will answer the Senator. 
It would make it no more and no less an amend- 
ment of the constitution, but it would do this: it 
would indicate what was the will of the people on 
that subject, and that is all the amendment con- 
templates. ‘This Legislature of Missouri, which, 
from all I have heard in this debate and from what 
I obtain from the public press and other sources, 
was elected by a minority of the legal voters, a 
minority of the people of Missouri, may propose 
certain amendments to their constitution; a sub- 
sequent Legislature may be elected by a minority 
also of the people of Missouri, and ratify them, 
and then they become part and parcel of the con- 
stitution against the will of the majority of the 
legal voters of the State. It is only to give a mna- 
jority of the legal voters of the State a right to 
pass on the subject, to take their sense, that I ad- 
vocate the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Missouri, {Mr. Wirson. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The whole argument, if 
I understand it, is this: that the Senator from Del- 
aware and the Senator from Kentucky would 
like to know the sentiment of the people of Mis- 
souri on this subject. It does not do any good; 
it does not give it any validity; it does not add 
anything, under our constitution, to the Validity of 
the act, but it is a mere experiment, it is merely 
for the gratification of the Senators. I should have 
no objection to gratifying them if that were the 
only result. They think that the present Legis- 
lature was improperly elected; that it does not 
reflect the will of the people of Missouri. Iam 
sorry that the Senators think so. I assure them 
with all kindness, and I do feel very kind toward 
both of them, that I think the present Legislature 
is fully as competent to judge of the wishes of the 
people of Missouri as either of them, oras myself, 
if you please. Its members have been elected by 
the people of the State, and I would rather leave 
these things to the Legislature. Although gen- 
tlemen may hate to vote against a proposition that 
takes the sense of the people uponagiven question, 
it willdo no good. It can neither add to nor take 
away from the validity of the act, If the people 
were to vote against it at the polls, and the con- 
stitutional number of the Legislature were to vote 
for it, it would still be an amendment of the con- 
stitution. 

_ Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I will state this 
if my colleague pleases: that although it might 
not be an amendment to the constitution, under 
the amendment I have proposed the State would 
not get the benefit of this act until that was done. 
r. HENDERSON. I understand my col- 
eis trying to fix some plan by which, althou 
we may vote by forty thousand majority in favor 
of emancipation, we yet cannot get the money. 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. No, sir. 


Mr. HENDERSON. i want emancipation and 


! 


| 





| 
| 


very point of difference between us. | 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Mr. President, | 


my colleague has misunderstood my remark. My || 


idea is simply that this Government controls 
these $20,000,000; the money does not belong 
to the State of Missouri, an 
is not willing to pay that money out until it is 
assured that the people of Missouri are in favor 
of the measure for which it is to be paid. That 
vote will demonstrate to the country and to the 


Congress of the United States whether the people | 
of Missouri are really in favor of this scheme of | 


emancipation or not. 
say. 


That is what I intended to 
It is not interfering with the rights of the 


people of Missouri to any extent whatever, be- | 


cause the people of Missouri have no right at all 
to this sum of $20,000,000 until it is granted by 
the Congress of the United States. If they un- 


dertake to grant it at all they may affix such con- | 


ditions to the grant as may seem reasonable to the 
Congress granting it. | propose to annex this con- 
dition in favor of the rights of the people whom 


I in part represent on this floor, that no scheme of | 


emancipation shall be adopted which relies onthe 
$20,000,000 proposed to Be granted by this bill, 
until it is ascertained that a majority of those who 
vote at the election are in favor of it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Allow me toask the Sen- 
ator from Missouri a question or two. I under- 
stood the Senator to say that if a majority of the 
people of Missouri were against this proposition, 
a majority of the Legislature might still adopt itas 
an amendment to the Constitution, and therefore it 
would amount to nothing but simply taking the 
sense of the people, which would be inoperative 
for any practical result. I wish to ask the Sena- 


tor from Missouri if the sense of the people of | 


Missouri were taken upon the question and a ma- 
jority of the voters of that State were to decide 
against accepting the proposition, does he believe 
that his present Legislature would undertake, 
nevertheless, to amend the constitution so as to 
accept the proposition ? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will answer the Sena- 
tor, thatif I could come to the conclusion at which 
he seems to have arrived, that that action of the 
people did not reflect the will of the people, I 


might very properly say, as he now says, that | 
this vote would notamounttoanything. Hesays |; 


the present Legislature doés not reflect the will of 
the people. 


not reflect the will of the people. 
Mr.SAULSBURY. Would you so say? 
Mr. HENDERSON. I say I should be just 
as much justified in saying so as the Senator is in 
saying thatthe present Legislature does not reflect 
the will of the people. I am not very apt to sa 
those things under any circumstances. I am al- 
ways willing to look on the action of the people 
as reflecting their will. I believe the present Le- 


gislature reflects the will of the people of Missouri, | 


and I believe it honestly. 

The Senator from Kentucky said awhile ago 
that some gentleman from about St. Joseph, in 
that State, told him that a soldier was seen some- 
where about there at a poll on election day, and 


therefore the present Legislature cannot reflect | 


-the will of the people! Mr. President, there 


were some soldiers in my State, but they were | 
There were not more than three | 
or four regiments in the whole Siate of Missouri | 
belonging to the Federal service at the time of the | 
There were some enrolled militia or- | 


enrolled militia. 


election. 
ganized by our Governor, and organized for the 


purpose of keeping down the guerrillas who had | 


been for a long time disturbing the peace, and who 
it was Ralioval 

of the election. I can say to the Senator that in 
my section of the State, although these enrolled 
militia had muskets, I saw none of them in the 
hands of the enrolled militia on the day of elec- 
tion, and I did not hear of any in my immediate 
Vicinity. Such a thing may have occurred; I do 


not know; but I am certain that the enrolled mi- | 


litia did not interfere with any man’s voting. At 
least I know that the enrolled militia did not go 


and bring men from home and force them to the | 


polls to vote the emancipation ticket. 1am sure 
that a majority of the people of Missouri are in 


this Government | 


Suppose we have an election there on || 
this subject, and a majority of those voting vote || 
against this bill, I may just as well say thatdoes | 


would disturb the peace at the time | 


favor of cmancipation to-day. 





I live there; and 


_ Lam as much entitled to give my opinion about 
| the views of that mer as these gentlemen are. 


The Senator from 


| 





| 
| 


| 
| 
i 


| That is all this amendment proposes. 


laryland [Mr. Kennepy] asks 
me if | believe a majority of our people are in 
favor of emancipation without colonization. I 
think not; but [leave that matter with the people 
of Missouri; and one of my objects is to get money 
enough here to-day to enable the people of Mis- 
souri to emancipate willingly, believing that they 
have enough to accomplish the other object if they 
shall desire it. That is what | want. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Missouri 
seems to think it is impracticable to attach this 
amendment to this bill. Allow me to say to the 
Senator from Missouri that Congress, when it 
gives $20,000,000 to the people of Missouri to aid 
in the emancipation of their slaves, has a right to 
attach this condition, If this amendment prevails, 
this twenty millions of money will never go from 
the national Treasury unless a majority of the 
people at the polls in Missouri sbelhdedini that 
they are in favor of accepting it. [tis a condition 
that Congress, before bestowing the money, has 
aright to impose. It isa condition that, in my 
judgment, Congress ought to impose, because [ 
trust the Senate will so far defer to the will of the 
people of Missouri as not to do a thing concerning 
their domestic institutions that they do not wish. 
That is all. ‘The Senator says he has every rea- 
son to believe, and he does believe, that a majority 
of the people of Missouri are in favor of eman- 
cipation. If so,the Senator need have no fear of 
their rejecting the $20,000,000. 

The Senator fights this amendment, however, 
as if he feared the verdict of the people of Missourt 
at the polls. If I were a Senator from Missouri, 
and this proposition was made to me, and I be- 


|| lieved my people were for it, | would say ‘* yes, 


gentlemen, I accept the proposition. I want no 
$20,000,000 to aid my eke or to debauch my 
people unless they themselves wish it.’” | would 
defer to the majority of the people of Missouri. 
I have no 
doubt the Senator believes what he says; but he 
does not fight this amendment as if he had con- 
fidence that the masses of Missouri would sustain 
him at the polls in this emancipation projet. 1 
believe the masses of the people of Missouri are 
opposed to emancipation. I think enough has 
been said in the Senate to convince every Senator 
here that the last election in Missouri was not a 
fairone. He says that some gentleman from about 
St. Joseph told me that he saw a soldier at the 
polls. aon tell the honorable Senator that a gen- 
tleman in that region of country, who is an hon- 


| orable man, whom | have known from my youth 


up, told me that he saw a squad of Dutch soldiers, 
many of whom could hardly speak the English 
language, take possession of the polls and try to 
force the legal voters of Missouri from them. It 
was nota single soldier, but a squad with arms 
in their hands, that drove native American citizens 
from the polls. They were a crowd of Germans 
who could say nothing but ** yaw.’’ 

Mr. HENDERSON. Were they Federal sol- 
diers? 

Mr. POWELL. They were soldiers. Of course 
they were Federal soldiers. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not believe there 


was a regiment near St. Joseph during the elec- 


tion. 

Mr.POWELL. I did not say a regiment, but 
a squad, 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
was a squad. 

Mr. POWELL. I believe that gentleman told 
me the truth. Heisan honorable man. I be- 
lieve the fact to be so, whether the Senator does 
or not. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I wish merely to put 
myself right in regard to it. Lsay I do not believe 
there was a regiment, or a squad, ora single Fed- 
eral soldier near St, Joseph on the day of election. 
There may have been -some enrolled militia, or- 
ganized under the Governor’s proclamation. 

Mr. POWELL. I do not pretend to say how 
they wereenrolled; my informant did not tell me; 
he told me they were United States men; they had 
United States muskets in their hands, and they 
drove awa¥ the people of Missouri from the polis 
like cattle. I know he is an honorable man, and 
that he told me the truth. 

If the Senator really does believe the people of 


I do not believe there 
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jected, 


om 


Missouri are for this proposition, how can it be | 
injured by allowing the sense of the people to be || but for another purpose, which I| have stated as 


taken ov the subject? It will not de lay the mat- | 
teran hour, because, if they take either mode pro- | 
vided in the constitution of Missouri, they can 
submit it to the people without delay. ‘There can 
be no mistake aboutthat. But, sir, the truth might 
just as well be told; | believe the amendment will | 
‘be voted down; it will be voted down by the Sen- 
ator and his friends on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, because they believe the people of Missouri are 
against this iniquity, and that if submitted to them 
they will vote itdewn. Thatis my opinion; and 
I} think the Senate will vote it down because they 
entertain that belief. 1 may be in error, but that | 
is my opinion. Ihave nodoubt the Senator from | 
Missourr says just what he thinks; but perhaps 
his people at home, when they see how persist- 
ently he fights this proposition, will think he has 
a litile fear of submitting it to the votes of the peo- | 
ple. His declaration, have no doubt, is strictly 
true; but perhaps those who look upon his course 
here will think he resisted the amendment persist- 
ently because he feared the result. 

Now, sir, if we give this money, let us couple | 
it with this condition. Do not let us thrust it on | 
the people of Missouri, but allow them to say at | 
the polls whether they will accept the donation or | 
vot. That is fair, that is equitable, that is just, 
that is a deference to the sovereign people of Mis- | 
souri that the Senate ought to pay them. They | 
are entitled to it, for the people are sovereigns. | 
There is no other sovereign power in this coun- | 
try but.the people. 1 know from the acts of the 
present Executive that probably he thinks that 
he is the sovereign; but itis a great mistake. His 
masters are the people in the workshops, in the 
fields, on the hills, and in the hollows, They have 
sovervignty. They, to be sure, clothe the Exec- 
utive with the power prescribed in the Consti- 
tution, which he cannot lawfully transcend, to 
execute the office of President forfour years. They | 
clothe the Senate and House of Representatives 
with power for a brief period to exercise legisla- 
tive functions. They clothe the judges who sit | 
upon the bench to dispense justice, with a portion 
of their authority to administer the laws. But the 
great sovereignty of the people is behind all, is | 
the master of ail. Sir, there is not an atom or 
eT of sovereignty in your executive, in your 
{ 


‘gislative, or in your judicial departments. It 
does not reside there. te resides with the people, | 
with the masses. | wish todefer to the sovereignty 
of the people of one of the sovereign States of this 
Union betore you ruthlessly impinge their do- 
mecstic institutions by this abominable proposi- 
tion. I hope the amendment may prevail. We | 
should adopt it in deference to the people. What | 
menns it that you declare here that you are for | 
the people governing, and all that, when you will | 
not trust them with a matter of the greatest mo- | 
ment? If youdo not do it, I, for one, shall believe 
that it is because you fear their verdict will be 
against you. 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Wirson.] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 
resulted—yeas 13, nays 27; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Carlile, Davis, Harding, Kennedy, Nes- | 
mith, Powell, Riee, Richardson, Saulsbury, Turpic, Wail, | 
Willey, and Wilson of Missouri—13. 

NAY S—Meessrs. Anthony, Arnold, Chandler, Clark, Col 
lamer. Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, | 
Harlan, Harris, Llendersen, Howard, Howe , King, Lane of 
indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morrill, Pomeroy, Sumner, Ten 


| 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilmot, and Wilson of Massa- 
chusetts—27. 


am —$<—<—<$<————————— ——— — 5 Enns 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- 





lowing as an additional section: 


-Ind be it further enacted, That each one of the bonds 
issued by virtuc of the provisions of this act, before the de- 
livery of the same, shall have indorsed on the back thereof | 
in writing as follows: “ This bond was issued for the pur- 

} 


Mr. RICHARDSON, I move to add the fol- 
j 


pose of prying for slaves emancipated in the State of Mis- | 
souri.”’ 

I desire a vote upon this proposition, and I will 
state the reason why [ have submitted it. If itis | 
constitutional for Congress to apprepees money 
for this purpose, we have a right to test it in the | 
courts. If they decide that it 1s constitutional, it | 
will goa great way towards reconciling our people | 
to submission to taxation for this purpose. The 
amendment is not offered for the purpose of em- | 
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barrassing the bill or any gentleman on the floor, || 


briefly as I could. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The ebject of the gentle- 
man will be perfectly well secured without this 
amendment, if his object be what he states, to 
raise the question in the courts. ‘The bonds which |} 
are issued always state the law under which 
they are issued, and refer to the date of the act. 
That will appear upon the face of the bonds.’ 

Mr. HENDERSON, | object to the language 
used in this amendment, even if the objection of 
the Senator from Vermont were not amply suffi- 
cient to insure its rejection. It is proposed to 
state on the back of each bond that it is to pay 
for slaves emancipated in Missouri. The act it- 
self grants the money to be used by the State to i 
compensate for the inconveniences, public and pri- 
vate, produced by the change of system. It may || 
be used by the State for colonization or emancet- || 
pation, | understand. The State may issue its | 
own bonds to pay for the negroes, and use this | 
money for colonizing. ‘The amendment there- | 
fore does not state the case properly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will make the amend- | 
ment conform to the Senator’s idea if I can getat 
exactly whatitis. I willchange the language so | 

| 


as to make it read, ‘* for the purpose of aiding in 
the emancipation of slaves in Missouri.’’ 1 ask 
for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted— yeas 12, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Carlile, Davis, Marding, Kennedy, Nes- 


mith, Powell, Rice, Richardson, Saulsbury, ‘Turpie, Wall, 
and Wilson of Missouri—12. 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, 
Harris, Henderson, Howard, Howe, King, Lane of In liana, 
Lane of Kansas, Morrill, Pomeroy, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, Willey, Wilmot, and Wilson of Massa- 
chusetis—27. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. POWELL. I propose, in the twelfth line 
of the first section, to strike out ** twenty,”’ and 
insert **eleven,’’ so as to read ‘* $1],000,000.”’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The amounthas already 
been stricken out there. 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. The Chair will in- 
form the Senator from Kentucky that that section 
has been amended by striking out the sum. 

Mr. POWELL. What sum is in? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In theeleventh line 
of the second section are the words ‘* not to exceed 
$20,000,000.”’ 

Mr.POWELL. | move tostrike out ‘‘twenty,”’ 
in that clause, and insert ‘‘ eleven;’’ and on that 


| 
I ask for the yeas and nays. | 
| 


| 





The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 13, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Carlile, Clark, Collamer, Davis, Fes- 
senden, Grimes, Harding, Harlan, Lane of Indiana, Nes- 
mith, Powell, Rice, and Wali—13. 

NAYS—Measrs. Anthony, Arnold, Chandler, Dixon, 
Doolitue, Foot, Foster, Harris, Henderson, Howard, King, 
Lane of Kansas, Morrill, Pomeroy, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, Willey, Wilmot, Wilson of Massachu- 
setts, and Wilson of Missouri—22. 


So the amendmeiit to the amendment was re- 


jected. 


Mr. DIXON. I move to amend, in the tenth 
line of the second section, by striking out the 
words ‘and, in the aggregate, not to exceed | 
$20,000,000;’’ so as to read, *‘ said bonds to be 
delivered only as said slaves are made free, and 
not to exceed $10,000,000."’ I also propose to | 
strike out all of the section after the word ‘*dol- | 
lars’’ in the twelfth line. The words which I thus 
propose to strike out are: 

Unless the law or act of emancipation to be adopted by 
said State shall provide for the full and perfect manumis- | 
sion of all the slaves therein on or before the 4th day of | 


July, A. D. 1865, and the fuwre exclusion of the system of 
slavery from the State forever thereafter. 


If the section be amended as I propose, it will 
then read: 


| 
| 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in the event of 
the adoption by said State of an act or ordinance for-the | 
abolition of slavery therein, as hereinbefore provided, the | 
President shall, from time to time, as they may be required, | 
cause bonds to be prepared and delivered, as aforesaid, in 
such amounts as may be necessary to pay for each slave 
made free under the provisions of this act, and the act to be | 
passed by the State of Missouri in pursuance thereof, not 
to exceed an average of $300; said bonds to be delivered 
only as said slaves aré made Yree, and not to exceed 
$10,000,000. 


I ask for the yeas and nays on this amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


~ 


February 7, 


Mr. POWELL. Do I understand that the 
Senator’s amendment reduces the amount from 
$20,000,000 to $10,000,000 ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is the effect of jt. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I reference to this sub. 
ject, I wish to say one word; though I have oc. 
cupied too much of the time of the Senate already, 


| and I have to ask the pardon of the Senate for jt. 


My position is rathera peculiar one; | have views 
perhaps very differént from many of the Sena- 
tors on both sides in reference to this question. | 
really think the amendment now offered will be 
very much in the way of accomplishing the ob- 
ject that T, at least, have in view in Missouri. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Mis- 


| souri will allow me to suggest to him that we have 


just voted down by a decided majority a propo- 


|| Sition to reduce the sum to $11,000,000. It js 


very clear that the Senate will ‘not reduce it to 
$10,000,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Very well, I shall not 
detain the Senate. 

r. SAULSBURY. In explanation of the vote 
which I shall give, | wish to state that, protesting 
against voting any sum whatever for any such 
purpose, | yet shall vote for this amendment to 
reduce the amount. I do not approve of the prin- 
ciple of voting acent for the purpose. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. [I think the Senator from 
Illinois misapprehends the effect of this amend- 
ment. It is not the same as that proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky. His amendment pro- 
posed an appropriation of $11,000,000 for the im- 
mediate abolition of slavery in Missouri. If | 
understand this amendment aright, as proposed 
by the Senator from Connecticut, it proposes 
$10,000,000—for the gradual abolition of slavery 
—a very material difference. 

The question being taken on Mr. Dtxoy’s 
amendment, by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 14, 
nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Carlile, Davis, Dixon, Fessenden, Hard- 
ing, Lane of Indiana, Morrill, Nesmith, Powell, Rice, Rich- 
ardson, Saulsbury, Ten Eyck, and Wall—14. 
NAYS—Mesers. Anthony, Arnold, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Doolittle, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Harris, 
Henderson, Howard, Howe, King, Lane of Kansas, Pom- 
eroy, Sumner, Trumbull, Wade, Willey, Wilmot, Wilson 
of Massachusetts, and Wilson of Missouri—24. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr.COLLAMER. I move to amend, by strik- 
ing out ** twenty’’ and inserting ‘* fifteen,’’ so as 
to make the sum $15,000,000. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I ask for the yeas 


, and nays on that. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hold in my hand a 
paper that was until very recently committed to 
the idea that $10,000,000 was amply sufiicient—I 
mean the St. Louis Democrat. It 1s a paper that 
is as thoroughly in favor of immediate emancipa- 
tion in our State as it can possibly be. The Le- 
gislature of the State have recently had the subject 
under advisement, and they have made investiga- 
tions into the number of slaves in the State. The 
result of those investigations has been made pub- 
lic, and I desire to read from an article in that 
paper of the 26th of January, that has recently 
come to my hands, and then I do not propose to 
detain the Senate a moment. After presenting a 
carefully prepared table on this subject, with all 
the information that could be obtained through the 
committees of the Legislature, this article says: 

** Finally, the long and the short of the laborious analysis 
we have given the tables in order to arrive at some estimate 
of the number of slaves the State has Jost by war, is, that 
if the auditor’s returns for the thirty-four counties are cor- 
rect, the total loss is only about sixteen thousand ; for which 
the lovers of the institution should exclaim, ‘God be 
praised !” 

“What then? Why, there are one hundred thousand 
slaves in Missouri, or very nearly that. Ten millions will 
give but $100 per head. We must confess that we did think 
there were no more than sixty or seventy thousand Icft, and 
have no idea now that their number exceeds eighty thou- 
sand at the most, yet the only ial means we have of es- 
timating the decrease places the number, in spite of the 
closest scrutiny, at one hundred thousand.” 

* * * * * * * 7 7 * 

«“ The state of the case points emphatically to the United 
States Senate to make the appropriation from $20,000,000 
to $25,000,000; butif the majority of our people are true 
political economists, not to say patriots, they will gladly 
accept the $10,000,000, provided no more can be had. See- 
ing that the Geucral Government has expended so much to 
protect us, and at the same time has doue it so effectually 
as to save nine tenths of our slaves, we should not be un- 
reasonably exorbitant in our demands.” 


‘The paper is not, of course, arguing the consti- 
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tutional difficulty that presents itself in the way; 
it is only making an acknowledgment of the error 
under which it has labored heretofore. I will state 
thatall parties in Missouri very recently, since this 
matter has been investigated, have discovered that 
they were laboring.under a very egregious error 


as tothe number of slaves. I have also before me 
the New York Tribune, containing a communi- | 


cation from St. Louis, dated the 26th of January, 
in which the corrrspondent states similar facts, 


although he had before stated repeatedly, through | 


the columns of that paper, that the number of 
slaves in Missouri did not exceed forty or fifty 
thousand. I read from the New York Tribune 
of February 5: 

« Some singular facts have been revealed by the annual 
report of the State auditor, of the relation of slaves and 
slavery in Missouri. 
received from only thirty-four counties, by which it ap- 
pears that the decrease in the number of slaves in two years 
is six thousand one hundred and four. 


be only fifteen thousand eight hundred and fifty-five. This 
would leave about ninety-uine thousand slaves still in the 


State, a far larger number than any person las estimated | 


during the last six months.” 

I submit these facts, and assure thé Senator 
from Vermont that I do not think it will be ad- 
visable under any circumstances to reduce the 


amount. I hope his amendment will not be 
adopted. 
Mr. COLLAMER. I have refrained from all 


remarks in relation to this topic. I do not now 
propose to occupy any time. If the resolution 
passed some time since, that the United States 
onght to aid the States in emancipation, is consid- 
ered binding on this body, the appeal that is made 
to us on the strength of that seems to me very 
unfair. The resolution was that we would aid 
the States. Now the demand is not made upon 
us toaid Missouri; itis to do the whole thing out 
and out; and yet it is claimed under that resola- 
tion. 1 do not think that is exactly 4 fair claim. 
I think if they really wish to emancipate the slaves 
they should do something about it themselves. 
They say they are poor,and very much in debt. 
So are we—very much indeed, Leannot but still 
think that if the object is to be secured, and se- 
eured by their action, as it must be if at all, it 
should have something to manifest sincerity in it. 
[ expect, of course, that these people will try 
to get what they can. 1 blame nobody for that; 
but the other House, it seems, in passing the bill, 
thought $10,000,000 was enough. The Senator 
from Missouri thinks that $20,000,000 must be 
had, or more. Now, sir, I propose to split the 
difference, as we say, and offer them $15,000,009. 
It seems to me generous beyond even what the 
Representatives of the State in the other House 
claimed, and all that ought to be claimed as aid. 
‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 21; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Clark, Collamer, ‘Davis, Fessenden, 
Foot, Grimes, Harding, Harlan, Lane of Indiana, Nesmith, 
Powell, Rice, Richardson, Trumbull, and Wall—15. 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Arnold, Chandler, Dixon, 
Doolitule, Foster, Harris, Henderson, Howard, Howe, King, 
Lane of Kansas, Morrill, Pomeroy, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 


Wade, Willey, Wilmot, Wilson of Massachusetts, and 
Wilson of Missouri—21. 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. SUMNER. I move, in section one, line 
twenty-one, to strike out ** seventy-six,’ and to 
insert ‘* sixty-four;”’ and if that motion shall be 
adopted, | shall make some others, in order to 
bring the rest of the bill in harmony with that 
change. I move to strike out ** seventy-six,’ and 
insert ‘* sixty-four;’’ so that the act of emancipa- 
tion shall go into operation on the 4th day of July, 
1864. And, sir, my reason for this amendment is 


- this: this bill, as | understand it, is a bill of peace; 


it is to bring tranquillity to a disturbed State. If 
you ask for the power in the Constitution to enact 
it, | find it inthe war power. [ find it in the power 
to suppress this insurrection, te put down this 
rebellion. But, sir, it is a strange way to put 
down this rebellion by making a proposition for 
the abolition of slavery ten years from now, or 
twenty years from now. Sir, the proposition, to 
my mind, is simply ridiculous. I use strong lan- 
guage because it presents itself to me in that way. 

Sir, for the sake of the United States at this 
moment, for the sake of Missouri herself, for the 
sake of every slave-master in Missouri, and for 
the sake of every slave, I insist that this propo- 
sition shall go into execution at the nearest pos- 


Returns of slave property have been | 


Assuming this rule | 
to apply to the balance of the State, the total decrease would | 
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The testimony of reason, of common 


| sense, and of history, is uniform in that direction, 


and | challenge any contradiction toit. The bill 
Otpthe face of it is double; itis in the alternative; 


| it provides a certain sum in the event of the act 


Se a 


of emancipation taking place at once, and a cer- 
tain other sum in the event of the aet of emanci- 
pation being protracted indefinitely, if you please, 
or to a certain distant day. 

Now, sir, | do not wish any alternative. I 
Wish that what we do shall take place at once. | 
wish to see the benefit of it; | wish to see it felt 
in the suppression of the rebellion. I shall not 
vote for this bill in order to carry out any gen- 
eral ideas of philanthropy, any general ideas of 
opposition to slavery, but simply to put down 
this rebellion. But, sir, it isa new way to put 
down this rebellion to vote millions of money to 
do something ten, fifteen, or twenty years from | 
now. I ask for the yeas and nays on my amend- 
ment. 

The veas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILLEY. Mr. President, | regret that 
the distinguished Senator from Maasachusetts 
seems to take the view which he has submitted 
to the Senate in regard to this important feature 
of the bill. Of course I do not propose to detain 
the Senate with any lengthened discussion on it || 
at this time; but | wish simply to suggest to him 
and to the Senate a few observations which I 
think are worthy of his consideration and of the 
consideration of the Senate. 

It seems to me that for all the purposes which 
he appears so much to desire, that is, to bring to 
bear the effects of emancipation in Missouri upon 
the suppression of the #ebellion, a gradual sys- 
tem of emancipation will be as efficient as imme- 
diate emancipation. The passage of this act in 
its present form would at once fix the status of 
slavery in Missouri. The fact of the extinction 
of slavery by the bill as it now stands, would be 
as well settled as it will be if it is amended inthe 
manner proposed by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. So fur, then, as the special object contem- | 
plated by the Senator from Massachusetts is con- 
cerned, it will be as successfully accomplished by 
gradual emancipation as it will be by immediate 
emancipation. 

That being the fact, let us look a little further | 
into this subject. As asluveholder, and asa Sen- | 
ator favoring this measure, I undertake to say 
that it is the duty of the Senate in its legislation || 
in this matter to look somewhat to the interest of 
the slave. No injury being done to the grand re- 
camonstiianlied by this legislation, we may well | 
turn our attention to the effect that it will have | 
upon the condition of the slave. Sir, I dare not | 
eschew considerations of philanthropy in this mat- 
ter. Itis not necessary, with my view of the case, | 
to take them into consideration, for the gradual 
emancipation, I suppose, will be as effectual as 
immediate emancipation in suppressing the pres- 
ent rebellion. That being the case, the effect of | 
immediate emancipation upon the condition of the | 
slave addresses itself to my sympathies and to my 
heart. 

Sir, what will be their capdition if you turn out, | 
without houses or homes, without guardians or 
protectors, one hundred thousand slaves on the 
community of Missouri immediately? Those 
slaves have been separated. The fathers of some 
of the children are in the cotton fields in the South. 
There are infants there who have no protectors; 
no fathers, no mothers. Some families have been 
separated hither and thither. The effect of im- 
mediate emancipation would be to turn those chil- | 
dren houseless and homeless upon a community 
not too well disposed toward them, to say the | 
least of it. 

1 think, then, that we ought toallow the Legis- 
lature and the authorities of Missourito have some | 
time to make arrangements for this transition, to | 
have some time to establish a system of appren- 
ticeship, to have some time to take the necessary 
means to provide for the wants of the helpless 
condition of this large class of population that 
will be turned out without money or means for 
their own support or maintenance. Especially 
should this view of the subject, it seems to me, 
address itself to the consideration of Senators 
when they refer to the habits of that class of pop- 
ulation raised in servitude, servile in nature, ignor- 


ant, dependent, and without the means of self-sus- | 
tenance. 
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Then, sir, there is another consideration to which 
I will briefly allade. We should not be in haste. 


| lt seems to me it would be doing the people of 


Missouri an injury to precipitate this great tran- 
sition of their industrial interests upon them, We 
should give them time to supply the place of the 


labor that will be thus taken from a considerable 


portion of that community, by looking elsewhere 
. ? . 

for laborers. I think these views of the case are 

correct. [ think they are the opinions that will 


| be entertained by the people of Missouri them- 


selves. It seems to me that they are reasons ad- 


| dressing themselves to the consideration of the 
| people of Missouri which will insure the success 


of this measure much more readily than to precip- 
itate upon them the evils which | think must ne- 
cessarily grow out of immediate emancipation. In 
any view of the case, whether we look to the m- 
terests of the white man or the black man in Mis- 


; souri, Whether we look to the influence this mens- 


ure is to have upon the rebellion or the welfare 
of society in general, itoceurs to me that the proper 
plan would be to adhere to the principle of grad- 
ual emancipation; and | assure you, sir, that, in 
my estimation, it would be much better for Mis- 
souri, and for the slave, if, instead of 1876, it was 


| 1900. 


Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Mr. President, 
I remarked that the limitation provided for in this 
bill is neither immediate nor gradual emancipa- 
tion. I should like to see that provision in the 
bill stricken out for one reason, whilst the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts desires it for another 
reason. It will be observed that the bill, taken 
as a whole, neither provides for the one nor the 
other; neither for immediate emancipation, nor 


| for what has been understood as gradual eman- 
| cipation. 


The effect of this provision of the bill, 
if adhered to, is simply to discontent the slaves 
of Missouri from the time of the passage of the 


| act here to the day that they are to be free; 1876 
| is fixed as the limit. 


Suppose the Legislature 
adopt thatday. They must necessarily pay for 
every slave on that day, or before that time, be- 
For that reason, if I 
were bound to choose between the two systems, 
I should prefer what has been known throughout 
the United States as gradual emancipation. I 
prefer that principle. ‘The Senator from Massa- 
chusetis, however, desires to strike out this pro- 
vision as | understand, for the purpose of forcing 
immediate emancipation; and therefore I cannot 
vote for it upon that view of the case. If I had 
my choice in accepting the one or the other, I 
should have.no question in deciding in favor of 
gradual emancipation, both as regards the masters 
and the slaves, as has been so well said by my 
friend from Virginia. I hold that this bill as it 
now stands does not provide either for the one or 
the other, and therefore, in my opinion, itis very 
objectionable. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. President, this bill 
is not exactly as I would have it; but the Judi- 
ciary Committee have reported it in this shape, 
and I hope the Senate will retain it just as it has 
been reported. I sincerely hope it will be passed 
justasitstands. A great deal of care has been 
taken with it. It has been discussed here once, 
referred back to the committee, the opinions of 
Senators obtained, and it has been reported back. 
1 shall express no opinion in reference to the pro- 
riety or impropriety of immediate emancipation. 

know that there are a great many difficulties in 
the way of it in the State of Missouri. I know 
that a great many of our people are opposed to it. 
On account of those very difficulties existing there 
at present, I desire the bill to remain as itis. If 
the Legislature desires to take the $20,000,000, 
and emancipate immediately, let them do so. If 
they desire to take the $10,000,000, and cmanci- 
pate‘as early as 1876, of course they must com- 
mence immediately to emancipate a tors after a 
given day. Why, sir, if they adopt this propo- 
sition to emancipate all the haves Ly 1876, they 
must provide that slaves born after a given day, 
perhaps immediately after the passage of the act, 
shall be free; those only now living to remain 
slaves until 1876. If my colleague is correct in 
his views that the Legislature had better adopt 
what he calls gradual emancipation, and reject 
both sums offered by Congress, let them do so, 
The Legislature is not prohibited from doing it; 
and I state now to the Senate, that if the Legisla- 
ture rejects both of these propositions, either the 
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$20,000,000 or the $10,000,000, I should be in favor |, 
of inaugurating what my colleague calls a gradual || 
emancipation; that is, to inaugurate a system | 


which would run through a longer period of time 


than - to 1876, if you please, and accept nothing | 


at the hands of Congress 
the purpose. Some members of the Legislature 
want immediate and some gradual emancipation; 
and therefore I desire to leave the bill as itis, and 
let them inaugurate some sort of a system. 

Mr. President, Senators must yield comething. 
They cannot expect the Missouri Legislature 


to be united upon propositions on which anti- | 


slavery men cannot unite in this Senate. There 
are gentiemen here who have been anti-slavery 
men for many years, in fact, all their lives. They 


cannot agree upon a bill to be submitted to the || 
Legislature of Missouri; and yet the gentleman | 


from Massachusetts is asking the Missouri Legis- 
lature, perhaps two thirds of them slaveholders, 
to agree upon an important proposition, and he 


himself will not agree with his fellow-Senators | 
here in regard to the propriety of this, that, or the | 


other measure. Sir, it cannot be expected that 
we can get everything to satisfy ourselves. Iam 


not satisfied with the bill as it is; but I intend to | 





vote for it because it was a compromise in the | 
Judiciary Committee. - 1 owe much to the Judi- | 


ciary Committee for the careful examination they 
have given to this whole measure; and I am glad 
that a measure has been matured,and I am thank- 


ful to them for it, which in my opinion will meet | 


with the concurrence of the Legislature of my 
State. Ifthe bill be retained as it is, I shall feel 
confident that emancipation will be inaugurated 


in some style in my State. If new provisions be | 
ingrafted upon it, I do not know whether it will be | 


or not. So far as I am concerned, | am in favor 
of emancipation, whether you grant a dollar or 
not. I have said so heretofore, and I say so again. 


If you do not give this aid, I want some gradual | 
system adopted by which, either next year, ten | 


— or forty years hence, I can get rid of what 
regard as an incubus upon my State. 


It may be true, as has been urged against this | 


bill, that we do not benefit the slave by emanci- | 
pation. That may be so; but whether we do or | 


not, we have but one hundred thousand slaves, 
and [ know whom I do benefit: I benefit one mil- 
lion one hundred thousand white freemen of my 
State; and I build up and make Missouri what 
she ought to have been years ago. A 


I do hope that Senators will concede something | 
Some want gradual, | 
some want immediate emancipation. Why can- | 


to the opinions of others. 


not something be done, and let the bill go in the 
alternative,in order that something may be ac- 


complished and in order that emancipation may | 
not be entirely defeated? It does not matter what | 


history teaches upon this subject. We have got 
to overcome prejudices all the time. The Senator 
from Minnesota said the other day that if the 
Congress of the United States insisted upon the 


Indians remaining in that State, the people of Min- | 


nesota would rise en masse and drive them out. 


| 
| 
Why, sir, there are prejudices in one of the non- | 


slaveholding States. The prejudices of the people | 
of Missouri might be exercised to a very consid- 
erable extent against a free negro population. If 
it becomes necessary to give a little time in order 
to raise the means from our own bonds from our 
own treasury, in order to carry out what may be | 


regarded as good policy in reference to coloniza- || 


tion, by all means give us a little tame to do so. 
Therefore, I say, let us stand by the bill as it is. 

Mr. SUMNER. Me. President, assume that | 
Senators are in earnest in their desire to do some- | 
thing to put down this rebellion, Our country, 
I know, is rich in its resources. It can vote mil- 
lions of money for almost any purpose that it sees 


1 
fit to vote them for; but still I doubt if the Sena- 


tor from Missouri would now come before Con- 


gress and ask for an eppropriation of millions of |, 


| if it chooses to do so, in defiance of the power and 
ation, he could do something in order to bring this | 


money unless he thought, through that appropri- 


| 


rebellion toanend. Iassume that that is his ob- || 


; 


ject. 1 assume that that is the object of Senators | 
in voting for this bill. Is there any object that | 
will justify, at this moment, a vote for the bill? 


| 


I want to accomplish || 





|| to say thatt 
supposed to be friends of emancipation in Mis- || 
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We must all be agreed on that point. Therefore | 


do I say thai, in voting on the proposition now 
before you, you are to consider simply this ques- 
tion: how shall | best put an end to the rebellian ? 


If that can be best accomplished through a prop- | 


osition of immediate emancipation, then must you 


vote for immediate emancipation. If that can be | 


best accomplished by allowing the subject to drag- 
gle along through ten years, through twenty years, 
with the possibility of reaction, with the certainty 
that the discussion and the controversy will con- 


| tinue all that time, then Senators will vote that 


the question shall be allowed to draggle along ten 


or twenty years, or indefinitely, if they see fit. 


Sir, 1 am againstany suchthing. I wish this bill 
to be effective for the object which is proposed; 
and as I do not believe it can be really effective, 
except in one way, I shall vote for that amend- 

ment which shall give to it that effectiveness. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, I do not 
understand that by voting to retain the bill as it 
came from the committee, we vote against imme- 
diate emancipation in Missouri. Wesimply vote 
he Legislature of Missouri, who are 


souri, shall judge on that question; and they judge 
which they will accept: the $20,000,000 and im- 
mediate emancipation, or the $10,000,000, with 
emancipation more gradual, to be completed in 
1876. While the bill, perhaps, in some respects 


| does notentirely conform to my own private judg- 





! 





Is there any Senator here who will say that he || 


will toss ten or twenty millions of money to any 
State in this Union, unless he thinks that by doing | 


ment, yet, as it has been reported by the commit- 
tee, I shall stand by the report of the committee, 
for | believe itis the best bill that we can pass. 
I hope the Senate will stand by the report of the 
committee. . 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, we have et length 
an avowal from the learned and able Senator from 
Massachusetts that this measure of emancipation 
is under the war power. What is the war power 
of this Government, and where is it lodged? I 
take issue with him upon his proposition that one 


| lota of the war power is vested in the President. 


The whole and entire war power of this Govern- 
mentas it is organized by the Constitution is vested 
in Congress, and in Congress alone. I do not 
mean the power to manage and control armies; 
but I mean the power to declare war, to raise men 
and money to carry on that war, whether it is a 
war against a foreign Power or to put down in- 
surrection. The power to adopt every measure, 
every line of policy upon which and by which the 
war is to be prosecuted, centers in Congress and 
in Congress alone; and the President has no more 
right to wield any portion of this war power or 
adopt measures of policy for the mode of conduct- 
ing the war than any colonel in the Army. 
hy, sir, let gentlemen recur for a moment 
to the Constitution. The power of declaring war 
is vested expressly in Congress. Where is the 
power to suppress insurrection vested by the Con- 
stitution? It is vested in terms in Congress. The 
President has no power to recognize a condition 
of domestic trouble in a State until Congress itself 
has passed a law recognizing that state of the case. 
The Supreme Court so decided. They so decided 
in the case of Luthergys. Borden. In a speech 
which I made a few days ago, I quoted from the 
opinion of the Supreme Court in which they ex- 
ressly recognized and established that principle. 
t isan absurdity to speak of the war power under 
the Constitution of the United States being vested 


in the President cither as President or as Com- | 


mander-in-Chief. If gentlemen want measures, 
lines, and systems of policy calculated to bring 
this insurrection to an end and to suppress it, they 
must look to Congress to adopt those measures 
and that war policy; and the President has no 
power to do it at all. 

Sir, I lay this down as a principle, and I defy 
gentlemen to shake its truth, that the Congress of 
the United States can bring this war for the sup- 
pression of this insurrection to a close to-morrow, 


the will of the President. It is expressly stated 
by the Supreme Court that the power and the ca- 


pacity to recognize a state of resistance to the | 


execution of the laws of the United States, and 
to suppress insurrection, is with Congress, and 
not with the President; and that Congress might, 
by passing a law to that effect, vest the power as 
well in the courts as in the President; that it was 


it he can help to put.an end to this rebellion? Las- |) entirely optional with Congress to vest the power 
sume that thefe can be no dogbt.on that question. || to recognize resistance to the execution of the 


February 7, 


laws, or rebellion or insurrection, and the 
also to call out the militia of the States to su ’presg 
it, if it chose to do so, in the courts, and not he 
the President at all. ‘The court then argues the 
wisdom and the practical utility of investing that 
|| power either in the courts or the Executive, and 
_ they decide that it is wisely, by the law of 1795 
|| vested in the President, ; 
] Some gentlemen adopt the policy that this in. 
| surrection is to be put down by proclamations. 
,, [ thought we had a surfeit of such nonsense. |, 
|| is not by proclamations, by words, by high-sound. 
|| ing manifegtoes, that this rebellion is to be put 
| down. Itis to be put down, as was said by the 
| Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,] by the 
|| power of the bayonet and the cannon; and you 
must have that power in the hands of a willing, a 
united, and an enthusiastic people. When you 
divide the people and carry questions of polic 

| into the camps, and the soldiers take sides for and 
| 

} 





power 


j 
i 


| 
| 





against a particular line of policy, you destroy 
the vigor, the unity, and the efficiency of your 
arms; and as that honorable Senator invoked gen- 
| Ulemen, so I say the only way now to regain that 
|| unity is to come back to the constitutional basis 
|| upon which you declared at the extra session of 
|, Congress that you intended to carry on this war, 
|| Yes, sir, you must let the negro aione; you must 
i] —_ him; you must revoke your proclamations 
|| of the 22d and 24th of September, and you must 
|| revoke your proclamation of the Ist of January, 


resolution and to the pale of the Constitution in 
adopting measures by which to carry on this war, 
| | know a man in the State of Kentucky who, if 

he were allowed to wield the whole military power 
of the country upon the principles which you 





| 
yourselves adopted at the extra session, could 
reduce the rebellion and bring back the seceded 
| States in six months. It is James Guthrie. 
| Now, sir, if proclamations are to bring this war 
toaclose, let meinvoke the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts, who is now said to be ‘‘a power 
i| behind the throne greater than the throne itself,”’ 
|| to have some proclamations of a different nature 
|| adopted. If there were one hundred leading men 
|| in the confederate government and confederate 
| army hung to-morrow, it would bring the war to 
|, a close, the insurrection would be suppressed im- 
| mediately, or within a convenient time, and ina 
| manner perfectly satisfactory to the whole of the 
| northern people, and to two thirds of the southern 
|| people, I believe, and to’ nine tenths of the peo- 
|| ple of my own State. Now, while the President 
is proclamating, let him proclaim that a hundred 
leaders of the secessionists shall be apprehended 
and hung. He has as much power to enforce a 
proclamation of that kind as he has to enforce a 
proclamation tens all their slaves. 

If you want to cripple the power of the confed- 
erate States by emancipating slaves, let me sug- 
gest to the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
another proclamation that would be quite as ef- 
fective. When you stop their raising of cotton and 
corn and subsistence, you inevitably starve them 
into submission. Now, let the President of the 
United States proclaim that they shall forfeit their 
lands—as we object to their forfeiting their negroes; 
and the forfeiture of their lands probably would 
be as effective as a military measure—that they 
shall no longer cultivate any cotton, nor any corn, 
nor raise any hogs, or if they raise hogs, they 
shall butcher neither beef nor hogs; and my word 
for it, if he enforces that proclamation, we shall 
soon subdue the insurrection. [Laughter.] He 
has just as much constitutional right to issue those 
proclamations, and he has just as much physical 
power to enforce them, as he has those alread 
issued; and in their character and operation, if 
they could be made effective, they would be much 
more ble to the feelings and dispositions 
and prejudices of the American people. Let me, 
then, entreat the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to go to the White House before morn- 
ing and have these proclamations thundered forth 
to America and to the rebels, that the war may 
be brought to a speedy close, and according to 
thea val and wishes of the whole American 

But, Mr. President, as it is now a late hour on 
Saturday night, when we canaot do much more, 
I will read something to the honorable gentleman. 
We might as well have a final understanding in 

ion these questions, 


! If you will do that, and return to the Crittenden 
| 
| 















in the short hours 
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of this Saturday night, as on Monday morning 
or any other time. 


The honorable Senator from Illinois said that | 


the President and his party were pledged to a dif- 
ferent policy than thatupon which they were now 
prosecuting the war. Here I will make a single 
remark, that the war power and the rights of bel- 
ligerents, as they are established by the laws of 
nations, have no applicability whatever to the 

resent insurrection, except so far as war in the 
field is involved. The able senior Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. Cotiamer] proved that most con- 
clusively by his speeches at the last session. Now 
jet us ascertain the President’s own view of his 
power in relation to this matter. From his inau- 
gural address I quote this passage: 

“Apprehension seems to exist among the people of the 
southern States that, by the accession of a Republican Ad- 
ministration, their property and their peace and personal 
security are to be endangered. There has never been any 
reasonable cause for such apprehension. Indeed, the most 
ample evidence to the contrary has all the while existed, 
and been open to their inspection. Tt is found in nearly all 
the published speeches of him who now addresses you. I 
do but quote from one of those speeches when I declare 
that”?— 

This is an extract from a speech made by him 
a year or two before he was elected to his present 
office. Here is the quotation: 

«[T have no purpose, directly or indirectly, to interfere 
with the institution of slavery in the States where it exists. 


I believe I have no lawful right to do so, and [ have no in- 
clination to do so.”? 


Remember, he was President of the United 
States when he made this quotation. He adds: 
“ Those who nominated and elected me, did so with full 


knowledge that I had made this and many similar declara- 
tions, and had never recanted them.” 


Can anything be more to the point and more 
explicit? But I will go on and multiply proofs. 
In the message ofthe President to Congress, at 
the commencement of the extra session, he said: 

“The Executive ‘sought only to hold the public places 
not already wrested from the Government, and to collect 
the revenue; relying for the rest on time, discussion, and 
the bailot-box. It promised a continuance of the mails, at 
Government expense, to the very people who were resisting 
the Government; and it gave repeated pledges against any 
disturbance to any of the people, or any of their rights,’ ”’ 

The President is a man of the most unbounded 
liberality and magnanimity. We recollect the 
iniquities, the frauds upon the Government and 
the country that were practiced by the late Sec- 
retary of War; and after he, by the power of public 
opinion, had been driven ignominiously from the 
office which he degraded and disgraced, the Pres- 
ident had the magnanimity, the unparalleled gen- 
erosity, to shoulder all his iniquities. He says, 
too, that he is responsible for everything that the 
members of his Cabinet and his officers do. 

But again, sir, I have here an extract from the 
President’s message at the commencement of the 
regular session, which I will read to the Senate. 
He says: 

“The war continues. In considering the policy to be 
adopted for suppressing the insurrection, I have been anx- 
fous and careful that the inevitable conflict for this pur- 
pose shall not degenerate into a violent and remorseless 
revolutionary struggle.”? 

Oh, how he -has changed in his purpose and 
in his policy. But, again: 

““We should not be in haste to determine that radical 
and extreme measures, which may reach the loyal as well 
as the disloyal, are indispensable. 

“The inaugural address at the beginning of the Admin- 
istration, and the message to Congress at the late special 
session, were both mainly devoted to the domestic contro- 
versy out of which the insurrection and consequent war 
have sprung. Nothing now occurs to add or subtract to 
or from the principles or general purposes stated and ex- 
pressed in those documents.”’ 

I have here also a few passages from the in- 
structions which Mr. Seward sent to Mr. Dayton, 
our minister to the Court of France. What does 
hesay? Theseare the President’s deliberate views 
expressed through his Secretary of State to one of 
his embassadors at the very first Court of Europe; 
and if he ever weighed well words and sentiments 
and principles in any paper, we must presume that 
he gave that solemn and @eliberate weight to those 
thatare here expressed. He says: 

«1 refrain from any observation whatever concerning the 
morality or immorality, the economy or the waste, the so- 
cial or the unsocial aspects of slavery, and confine myself, 
by direction of the President, strictly to the point that the 
attempt at revolution on account of it is, as I have already 
said, without reason and without object.” 


After narrating the difference pf political opin- 
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| truth of the case. 








|| ion arising from the slavery question, Mr. Seward 


went on to say: 


“ The Territories will remain in all respects the same, 
whether the revolution shall succeed or fail. The condi- 
tion of slavery in the several States will remain just the 
same whether it succeed or fail. There is not even a pre- 
text for the complaint that the disaffected States are to be 


| 


} 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


797 


———— en. 





] : 
that now may be a proper time for imploring the 
| President to revoke the proclamation, except for 


this one consideration: that there isa 
tion pending before the Senate just now, and there- 
|, fore it does not seem to me that that would be in 
order. 1 understand that the question before the 


ques- 


conquered by the United States if the revolution fail; for || Senate is on the amendment of the Senator from 
| Massachusetts. 


the rights of the States, and the condition of every human 
being in them, will remain subject to exactly the same laws 
and torms of administration, whether the revolution shall 
succeed or whether it shall fail. In the one case, the States 


would be federally connected with the new confederacy; || that amendment. 


in the other, they would, as now, be members of the Uni- | 
ted States; but their constitutions and laws, customs, hab- 


Mr. DAVIS. Why, my dear sir, this is a 


| strong argument against the propriety of adopting 


its, and institutions in either case will remain the same.” | 


Now, sir, if a man ever gave his deliberate and 
solemn pledge in the clearest and most explicit 
language to a position and to principles, the Pres- 


ident of the United States has given that pledge | 


in these instructions to Mr. Dayton. 


ask him what he is reading from? 
Mr. DAVIS. I was reading from the instruc- 
tions of Mr. Secretary Seward which he says were 


given by direction of the President of the United | 


~ 


tates to Mr. Dayton, our minister at Paris. 


Now, sir, I will read from the instructions given | 
| from the same source and by the same direction | 
| to Mr. Clay, our embassador to the Court of St. |, 


Petersburg. 
** The President will not forget, nor will he allow you to 


forget, that he is the magistrate of the insurrectionary ashe || 


ia also of the loyal States, and in all his dealings concern- 


ing the plotters, aiders, and abettors of this great conspiracy | 
he will constantly remember that the people in whose name | 
they act, and whose power they abuse, are still citizens of || 
| the Republic.” 


Yes, sir; thatis the constitutional principle and 
They are American citizens in 
a state of insurrection, having committed treason 
against the United States, and they have all the 
rights citizens can have in that speditambens. 

Mr. CHANDLER: 
hanged. 


Mr. DAVIS. 


That is, the right to be 


I wish they were. If the hon- 


orable Senator from Massachusetts will just go to || 


the White House now and have a measure of that 
kind proclaimed and then executed, he will be 


| regarded as one of the greatest benefactors to the 
people of the United States that has lived at least || 


since the days of the Revolution. 
But the instructions continue: 


«<The Government of the United States resists this revo- 
lution for reasons too many to be hastily set forth. 

It is absolutely unnecessaryr All existing interests of 
slavery are protected now, as heretofore, by our Federal 
and State constitutions sufficiently to prevent the destruc- 
tion or molestation of the institution of slavery where it 
exists, by Federal or foreign intervention, without the con- 
sent of the parties concerned. ” 


That, sir, is the gospel of the Constitution. 
There is no reason so great, there is no learning 


so profound as to shake the truth of these propo- | 


sitions. All that we ask of the President of the 


United States is that he shall adhere faithfully and | 
honestly to these principles, and shall conduct the | 


war upon them. 


Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator from Kentucky | 


allow me to ask wherein the President has not 
adhered to those propositions? 

Mr. DAVIS. In his proclamations, m 
friend. When Lucifer fell from heaven, had he 
the purity of an angel in the eternal abodes of bliss? 
Sir, the fall of the President from these principles 
is about as deep and damning as that of Lucifer 
when he rebelled against the ‘King of heaven and 
was hurled into the lowest abyss. 

Mr. HOWE. 
speaking to the pending amendment. If he is 
speaking to a proposition to recall or revoke the 

roclamation, then the passages he is reading may 
e germane. 

Mr. DAVIS. Exactly; and now is the time to 
recall that iniquitous and most mischievous pol- 
icy; now is the time to invoke the friends of the 
President in this body to beseech him, to implore 
him, and they themselves to come to the point of 
reversing the recent policy which has been so em- 
inently mischievous; but I will come to the hon- 
orable Senator himself if he will just wait a few 
minutes. I have a record against him, too, which 
I desire to read; and | read it with a great deal of 
reluctance, because that gentleman is a most spe- 
cial favorite of mine socially and politically upon 
every other subject save and except the negro, 

ir. HOWE, I am not about to dissent from 
the proposition of the. Senator from Kentucky, 


good | 


I supposed the Senator was | 


| 


Iam briaging up arguments 


that will overwhelm the amendment, (Laughter.} 


Mr. HOWE. I can only say 1 did not see it 


in that light. 


Mr. DAVIS. Well, sir, the gentleman’s intel- 


|| lect is as clear as light upon every subject except 
|| that dark one, the negro—and then it becomes 
about as much obfuscated as the negro himself, 


|| [Laughter.] 
Mr. GRIMES. Will the Senator allow me to | \ 


Now, sir, I will read from a dispatch to Mr, 
Adams: 
** It seems as if the extreme advocates of African slavery 


| and its most vehement opponents were acting in concert 


j 
| 


| 





| 
1 
| 





| 


| 





together to precipitate a servile war’’—— 
Mr.GRIMES, What is the date of that? 
Mr. DAVIS. This is dated the Sth of July, 
1862, and was addressed to Mr. Adams. 1 will 
read that over again: 
‘Jt seems as if the extreme advocates of African siavery 


| and its most vehement opponents were acting in concert 


together to precipitate a servile war.’’ 


I declared that to be my conviction a very few 
days after I took my seat in this body; and | then 
said that the very best policy that could be adopted 
in relation to both, and to bring back the seceded 
States to the Constitution and the Union and sub- 


| mission to the law, would be to take one of their 


leaders and one of the leaders of the abolitionists 
and hang them in pairs at the ends of the same 
rope. If that policy could be adopted now in re- 
lation to about one hundred of each, [ tell you, 
sir, this war would soon come to a close, and just 
such a close as would be to the best interests of the 
people of the United States. 

Mr. Seward says furthermore: 

“The former by making the most desperate attempts to 


|| overthrow the Federal Union ; the latt®r by demanding an 
| edict of universal emancipation as a lawful and necessary, 


te aot as they say, the only legitimate way of saving the 
nion.” 

Will my learned and able friend from Wis- 
consin tell me where the President of the United 
States derives his power to issue an edict to eman- 
cipate the slaves? 

Mr. HOWE. I understand it to be a part of 
the war making power. I believe orders or edicts 
are very common in military usage. 

Mr. DAVIS. A part of the war making power! 
Have I not shown that the President has not a 
vestige of that power; that the whole of it, every 
particle of it, belongs exclusively to Congress? 

Mr. HOWE. | think I owe my friend from 
Kentucky an apology. I was not ablé to listen 
to that portion of his argument in which he did 
show that. 

Mr. DAVIS. If my honorable friend is open 
to reason and truth, and will just take a speech 
which I delivered here a few days ago, and read it 
in his study, and ponder upon it on his pillow, he 
will come back as perfectly convinced of its truth 
as I am myself. Past ask him to make the ex- 
periment. 

Now, Mr. President, in the interview which the 
President asked with the members of Congress 
from the border slave States, what did he say? I 
will quote from what he said on that occasion. I 
never heard the President so solemn, so emphatic, 
and so eloquent in my life as he was on that occa- 
sion. He forgot to tell anecdotes. [Laughter.} 
The whole magazine of anecdotes, old a new, 
fresh and stale, pointed and pointiess, all aban- 
doned hiscranium for once, and he did not indulge 
in telling a solitary one. But here is what he said 
in part——— 

Mr. POMEROY. Was not thata private affair? 

Mr. DAVIS. What do you mean by private, 
sir? It was a public meeting invited by him. ‘1 
am pressed,’’ said he, in speaking to the gentle- 
men. present—about twenty-five in number, I be- 
lieve— : 

‘“T am pressed with a difficulty not mentioned—one 


which threatens division among those why, united, are 
none too strong.’’ 


Sir, we were not too strong in June, 1861, when 


| 1 Girat came to thie city, and there wag nothing 


ce toe si ere ats 


BY SS ER IES 


tw. 


re 


Th 
+4 
4 
4 
; 
t 


Ca EY 


TE ap ETS 





: 
. 
: 
: 


inl 


bat unity then in the loyal States. But the Pres- 
ident continued: 

+ An jeetance of itis known toyou. General Hunter is 
an honest man. He was, and I hope still is, my friend.” 

And they have sent him to take command of a 
grand army to make an assault upon the south- 
ern Gibraltar; a man who has about capacity and 
patriousm and self-respect and lofty ambition 
enough to take the management of an underground 


= —— a 


\| been read a thousand times; itis stereotyped, but || 


railroad through some of the free States to Can- | 


ada. | wish the President had sent a man of abil- 
ity, of heroism and national principles to take that 
important command, 


Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. Whatdo you || 


mean by national principles ? 


Mr. DAVIS. Why, that he had sent Buell or || 


MeCleilan there. Yes, sir, McClellan, the abused 
MeClellan, who has shown greatly more of milita- 


ry intellect than any man yet that has been brought | 
to succeed him in the command of the army of | 


the Potomac. 
Mr. HOWARD. He never gained a battle. 
Mr. DAVIS. Well, sir, he never lost one; 
(laughter;} and I tell you, Mr. President and Sen- 
ators, the man who saves and protects his army, 


even if he does it by over-caution, acts a better | 


part than he who, by rashness, has it destroyed. 
If McClellan did not fight battles at each partic- 
ular time when he ought to have fought them, |! 
will lay down this proposition: he never fought 
one when he ought not to have fought it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
unless attacked. 

Mr. DAVIS. 


will not do. 


Mr: HOWARD. Your slang will not do, per- | 


haps. af 
Mr. DAVIS. Well, answer it, and T will re- 
ply. [{Laughter.} Sir, we have had General Lin- 


Gentlemen, that kind of slang | 


He never fought at all 


colin managing all of our operations in the field; | 


and such mismanagement, such mischievous re- 
sults have never arisen from the management of 
any man in the conduct of military affairs. But 
I will continue the reading of this extract: 

“An instance of it ia known to you. General Hunter fs 
an bonest man. He was, and I hope still is, my friend. I 
valued him none the less for his agreeing with me in the 
general wish that all men everywhere could be freed. He 
proclaimed all men free within certain States, and [ repu- 
diated the proclamation. lle expected more good and less 
harm from the measure than I could believe would follow. 


Yet, in repudiating it, I gave dissatisfaction, if not offense, | 
to many whose support the country cannot afford to lose. |! 


And thie is not the end of it. The pressure in this direc- 
tlou tx still upon me and inereasing. 


By conceding what | 


i now ask, you can relieve me, and, nuch more, can relieve | 


the country in this Important point.’ 


W hat was the President’s proclamation? ‘ Here | 


I offer you my compensated emancipation policy ’’ 
—to use his phrase—* accept it; if you do so, you 


relieve me from that pressure that is urging me | 


to the issuing of the proclamations’? that were 


afterwards issued; ** you will relieve me from that 
great préssure, and, besides, you will do a great 
service to the country.’? We did not think that 
it was consistent with our duty to the people of 
Americaand the Constitution of the United States 
to yield to him; and what was the consequence? 
in due time this pressure subjugated him. He 
yielded his deliberate opinions and principles, as 


expressed in the various papers from which I | 


have read, and immediately became a captive at 
discretion to the potent power that was besieging 
him. He is now their captive. He is not con- 
ducting the war upon his own ee wee upon 
his own reason. He has been subjugated to their 


vrews, and those views he has endeavored tocarry | 
out in defiance of the Constitution, and against | 


his previously oft-expressed opinions and con- 
victions. 

The two Houses of Congress took up these 
topics at the extra session, two days after the 
battle of Bull Run. | was not here when that 
deplorable disaster occurred; but I have heard 
members of both Houses speak of the consterna- 
tion and the panic that seized upon the President 
and upon members of Congress and the whole 


ann. 


Mr. POMEROY. I was not frightened. 


| 
| 
| 


| 


Mr. DAVIS. The brave and gallant Senator | 


from Kansas may be an exception. W hat reso- 
lution passed this body With only three or four 
dissenting voices, and two of them secessionists 
of sympathizers with secession, in July, 1861, a 
duy or (wo after the battle of Bull Ran? Ie has 
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it is not stereotyped upon the right plate, ‘That 
plate ought to be the sensorium and the hearts of 
the Senators who voted forit. The men who voted 
for that resolution oughtto grave it deeply, indel- 
ibly upon their understanding and their hearts; 


| best friends.” ‘That was true, too. The one wand 


February 7. 








extremes acting together. What was the langu 
of the Governor of South Carolina of the abolit; 
ists? * The abolitionists of the North are 





“ve 
oOn- 


Our 


| a separate confederation, and the other the Over- 


it ought to have been present to them in all their |) 


| deliberations in relation to the policy of carrying 


on this war. ‘They ought to have adhered to it 
in good faith. What is it? This is the resolution: 


** Resolved, That the present deplorable civil war has 
been forced upon the country by the disunionists of the 


| southern States now in revolt against the constitutional 


Government and in arms around the capital; that in this 
national emergency, Congress, banishing all feelings of 
mere paesion or resentment, will recollect only its duty to 


the whole country ; that this war is not waged upon our | 


part in any spirit of oppression, nor for any purpose of con- 


| quest or subjugation, nor purpose of overthrowing or inter- 


fering with the rights or established institutions of those 
States, but to defend and maintain the supremacy of the 
Constitution and to preserve the Union, with all the dignity, 


|; equality, and rights of the several States unimpaired ; that 


as soon as these objects are accomplished, the war ought to 
cease.”’ 


Now, Mr. President, a juster, truer, and more | 
noble basis upon which to prosecute a war to put | 

; down an insurrection was never declared. 
the President was committed toit; thetwo Houses | 


of Congress were committed to it; and it was after 


they had committed themselves thus solemnly that | 
| this Government, including the executive and le- | 
gislatuive branches, made its appeal to the patriot. | 
| ism of American citizens tocome to the standard, 
| the old standard of Washington, and to bear that 


standard upon this platform. 


Mr. President, will any gentleman tell me that | 


the measures since proposed and passed by the 
two Houses of Congress, and the proclamations 
of the President, keep within that platform? No, 
sir. I suppose that in Pennsylvania, and every 
other State, there is a law making ita felony to 
obtain money or property by false pretepses. 


| There is such a law in my State. Now, suppose 


that, to get money or property, an individual had 


| practiced all the pretenses that are set forth in the 
| extracts which L have read from the President’s 


message, and in the resolution which this body 
passed, and had got value to any amount what- 
ever, and then had turned aroun 


Here | 


. ! 
the very pretenses on which he got the money | 


and property, as the principles on which this war 
was commenced have been repudiated by the Pres- 
ident and by Congress, I ask my honorable friend 
from Michigan, or any other lawyer in this body, 
if an individual obtaining money upon such a 
parallel ease of false pretenses could not be con- 
victed of felony and sentenced to be confined in 
the penitentiary? 


Mr. HOWARD. If you were the judge, prob- 


| ably. 


| 


i 


| space. Sir, what did Phillips sa 


! end; but with different motives. 


Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir; and if such a case had 
occurred under James Buchanan your judgment 
would have corresponded with mine. We should 
have judged together. Now, I put this case to the 
honorable gentleman: suppose Breckinridge had 
been elected; suppose the northern States had re- 
volted against his election, as the southern States 
revolted against Mr. Lincoln, and that he had 
waged waragainst them for the ostensible purpose 


of reducing them to obedience to the Constitation | 
and the laws; and then suppose he had gone forth | 


and had issued parallel proclamations to those 
which have been issued by Mr. Lincoln, for the 
pie of carrying slavery into the free States, 

then ask my honorable and respected and 
learned friend from Michigan if he would not 
have thoughtsuch proclamations unconstitutional? 
They would have been flagrantly so. 

Mr. President, Mr. Clay’s name has been con- 
nected with abolitionism. What did he say about 
abolitionism twenty years ago? He said: 

“ With them [the abolitionists] the rights of property are 
nothing; the acknowledged and incontestable powers of 
the States are nothing; the dissolution of the Union and 
the overthrow of the Governmentin which are concentrated 


the hopes of a civilized world are nothing. A single idea 
has taken possession of their minds, and onward they pur- 


sue it, overlooking all barriers, reckless and regardless of 
population that was here assembled on that occa- || 


i} 


all consequeuces.” 

There never was more truth epoken in the same 
here in his lec- 
ture in this city? That he had been warring for 
nineteen years for the dissolution of the Union 
and the overthrow of the Constitution, because he 
knew that slavery could not be abolished under 
the Constitation. Rhett was working to the same 
Here were the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


} 


throw of slavery ja defiance of the Constitution 

They were both working to that end—the diss... 

lation of the Union—but for different Purposes 
And, sir, who dreamed when Garrison and P\,\). 


| lips commenced their crusade upon the Constity- 


and repudiated || 


| tion, that they were going to achieve success go 
| soon? I[tonly proves that the machinations and 


the energies of mischievous men in the work of 
ruin are infinitely more effective than is the work 
of construction and preservation. 

The State of Kentucky has often been refered 
to in debate, and the universal theme of denuncia- 
tion has been slaveholders and slavery. Weij 
as the Lord liveth, if | had one tenth part of the 
aversion, the hatred, the detestation of slavery 
and slaveholders that gentlemen on this floor and 
in the other House of Congress have, instead of 
desiring to hud them to me by the power of arms, 
I would kick them as faf as the Arctic or Antare- 
tic circle from me. Every gentleman who comes 
here and wantsto make a little political capital at 
home, playsupon the *‘harp ofathousand strings” 
called slavery. I would desire gentlemen to give 
us a little variation by setting some of their phil- 
ippics to music, as some Yankee teacher set lee. 
sons in geography and other studies to music in 
the western States. | think it would be a most 
agreeable ary 

But, Mr. President, the difficulties of my State 
have been adverted to. — It has been said, ayain 
and again, that all of our material interests, or the 
great mass of them, were with the South. We 
had a trade, as [ have stated again and again, in 
good times with the South, amounting to about 
ten million dollars a year. Many of our citizens 
had gone there and established cotton and: sugar 
plantations. They had returned in their age, and 
after they had acquired wealth, and their sons and 
their daughters had married with the sons and 
daughters of those whom they had left behind 
them. We had a community of institution, and 
we were told that there was a design to attack that 
institution. We denied itstoutly; but we are now 
obliged to concede that such was the covert pur- 
pose of many men at the time. Before the addi- 
tional article of war, as it is called, was established 
by Congress, we had a great many regiments from 
all the free States to march into Kecueshy. 1 be- 
came acquainted with them, their officers, their 
rank and file. Some of the regiments elected me 
an honorary member. There was Harris and Sill 
and Norton and Fife and Vandever and Carroll 
of Indiana, and others that I became acquainted 
with, gallant, brave, true, and loyal men to the 
Constitution. They marched through all the coun- 
ties in my part of the State. Our population, men, 
women, and children, went out to meet them with 
open hearts and open hands, to welcome them to 
their, portals, and to give them every greeting and 
hospitality which one people could give to another. 

But then was adopted this mischievous addi- 
tional article of war, and the whole thing was 
changed. Therecame in some abolition regiments; 
one, with seven tompanies, from the district of a 
gentleman who epsersrare cesses Ilinoisin the 
other House. Colonel Curtis was the commander 
of it. These abolitionists would leave their camps 
and their commands and circulate among our 
slaves, and urge and incite them to rise in revolt 
against their masters. Sir, there was one of these 
regiments marching by my gate in the presence 
of my family, and all my servants were on one 
side of the gateand my daughters and their friends 
on the other side; and as mer penne along what 
did they say? They taunted them; “there itis, 
the whites on one side, the darkies on the other;”’ 
‘* never mind,’’ said they to the darkies, ‘‘ on the 
Ast of January you will be free at any rate.’’ They 
would bow low to theslaves and looked defiantly 
atthe whites. That very night stragglers came 
from that camp to my servantsand to the servants 
of my neighbors, and endeavored to incite them to 
servile insurrection, as the slaves reported. 

I was in my own native town ona Sunday, and 
J saw this regiment of Curtis marching through 
Mount Sterling. They had gone out and had se- 
duced thirty or forty slaves of loyal men to go into 
their camp and their ranks. I saw as loyal men as 
there are in this body, or aa thereareliving, whose 
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of that regiment. They went and solicited the 
liberty from Colonel Curtis to reclaim their slaves, 
to take possession of them. He denied them that 
ivilege. I saw them press again and again for 
admission into the ranks, and I saw his soldiers 
with the bayonet keep off those loyal men who, 
by the decision of the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, have the right to reclaim their slaves | 
anywhere, if they can do it without a breach of 
the peace. I saw, furthermore, these loyal men 
go to the judges of our courts and get out warrants 
for the purpose of serving upon the officers, col- 
onels and captains, and the soldiers who thus had 
wrongfully taken their slaves and forcibly with- 
held them, and I saw the officers go to execute 
these processes of our State, and I saw men resist 
with fixed bayonets, and heard orders given if the 
vfficers came any more to bayonet them. 

If the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Sumner,] who gave his sympathy to the re- 
sistance of the execution of a law declared by the 
Supreme Court of the United States to be consti- 
tutional, in the streets of Boston, when the negro 
Burns was about to be reclaimed, under the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Fillmore—if he could have 
felt justified for giving his sympathy to that re- 
bellion, an armed rebellion of ten thousand men 
to resist a law of Congress, what would he have 
done if, in the execution of a constitutional right, 
the execution of process issued by a judge of a 
loyal State where the laws prevailed, there had 
been such a case of resistance to the laws of his 
State? 

Now, Mr. President, a few more words. 1 
know the southern planters. I have many ac- 
quaintances among southern planters in Louisi- 
ana and in Arkansas, A man of great intelligence, 
and as much fidelity asa Union man as any other, 
who had some Spine months ago about twelve 
hundred bales of cotton burnt, told me that this 
was the division of parties in the South, in the 
whole Mississippi country; and he told me it was 
especially the fact in Louisiana and Arkansas. | 
The country, he said, was divided into two par- | 
ties. About one planter in ten belonged to one | 
of the parties. In addition to that, all the politi- 
cians of the country belonged to that party; all 
the army and military men belonged to that party; 
all the gamblers and desperate men of their soci- 
ety belonged to that party. On the other side, 
nine out of ten of the planters, their overseers, 
every man who works, every man who wants se- 
curity of person and property, belongs to the other 

rty. 

O The latter party believe that their rights of per- 
son and property were always much safer, and 
will always be safer under the old Government 
than under the new. He said, “‘ we are deeply 
dissatisfied with the burning of our cotton; we 
are deeply dissatisfied with the restriction of the 
cultivation of our acres to six hundred; and they 
have spoken of another measure, which, if they 
endeavor to enforce it, will give rise to military 
resistance; and thatis, thatevery planter who lives 
within five miles of the river or the coast shall re- 
move his slaves beyond that distance.”” He said, 
also, ** when the United States take possession of 
the States of Arkansas and Louisiana with a mil- 
itary force that is capable of holding possession 
of the country, and will satisfy the people there 
of their purpose to hold it, and will protect them 
in their rights of person and property, in a short 
time thereafter these States will come back to the 
Union rejoicing.’ They are now subjugated by 
the military power of the confederate States. 

Mr. President, I have as much conviction as I 
have of anything to happen, as perfect and confi- 
dent a conviction that if the President of the Uni- 
ted States and Congress will inaugurate that pol- 
icy; if he will return to his ee policy, and 
they to theirs, and place James Guthrie or James 
F, tice the Governor of the State of Ken- 
tucky, in the unlimited and discretionary com- 
mand of the military force now upon the Missis- 
sippi, in less than six weeks Arkansas and Lou- 
isiana will come back to the Union rejoicing and 
singing praises to the President. 

hy, sir, let me give one fact, and I will come 
toaclose. There never was anything on earth 
80 iniquitous and unjust as the President’s proc- 
lamation so far as it embraces loyal people. The 
gentleman to whom | refer, and many other plant- 
ers whom I know in that country, are justas loyal 


ene 
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slaves were there marching along within the ranks || 
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the mouth of the Arkansas, and about twenty-five | 
slaves. The whole proceeds of that small estate 


of his death, till about two years ago. She then 
had one hundred or one hundred and fifty bales 


her younger children; but the rebels seized that | 
cotton and burned it. Her son-in-law, a gallant, 
a brave, a noble youth, joined the Federal army 
in my town in the month of October, and went 
with General beviien to Vicksburg, and was in 
all the assaults that were made upon that town. 
He then went with the army to the mouth of the 
Arkansas, and was engageg in taking all the 
posts and works the army took there. He was | 
in two or three other considerable skirmishes, 
and then moved with that army to the Post of Ar- 
kansas. He was with the column that formed the 
storming party, and his general was the first officer | 
of that grade within those works, and to him the | 
rebel general surrendered his sword. 

Now, sir, that gallant youth was fighting within | 
twelve miles of the small estate that belongs to his 
mother-in-law and to her orphan children, and no 
man fought with a braver or more faithful heart 

in that army than he did. What sort of requital 
| is it for this noble youth that he shall peril his life, 
| join a storming party, and move to conquest un- 
| der the stars and stripes and the snes of the | 
| Constitution, to have his mother’s slaves, loyal 
as she is, and loyal as he is, wrested from her by 
an iniquitous proclamation of the President of the 
| United States? Sir, that is but one ofa thousand 
| cases. If all of them could be gathered together, 
and their simple and touching tale of trath could 
be told to this Senate and to the President, unless 
you have hearts of stone you would yield, and 
would exempt at least the loyal people from the 
atrocious effects of this proclamation. 

Sir, | want this war to be brought toa close. If 
ever | was wrapped inany idea, any contemplation, 

it was when | indulged in reveries of the power, 
glory, wealth, and moral influence of the United 
States under our Constitution—the Union pre- 
| served. It has been the idol of my life. It is the 
last thing [ will surrender. If, indeed, it isa ruin, 

around the dear ruin each wish of my heart will 
| entwine itself verdantly still. [| want the stars and 
stripes to be borne aloft to triumph on every bat- 
tle-field. The sooner the triumph is complete and 
| final the better for the rebels and for the Union 
men also. 

But, Mr. President, you cannot make slaves of 
| freemen, though they are in the camp. They are 
| citizen soldiers. They have the principles of free- 
men. They have the soul—the free, undaunted, 
and unpurchasable soul of freemen. ‘The idea of 
stifling their expressions of condemnation against 
an unconstitutional and an unwise policy is futile. 
You might as well attempt to stop the fall of the 
torrent of Niagara. It will roll on in resistless 
\| force. They will talk,and there will be division 

in the camp. It is not the speeches in Congress 

that cause that division. [tis the proclamations; 
it is the culpable, iniquitous departure from the 
original policy of Congress and the President. If 
you want to reverse this course of things, and re- 
form it, you must first reform yourselves; you 
must go back to the Constitution, to those prin- 
ciples upon which the war should be conducted, 
enunciated originally by the President and by this 
Congress. Whenever you do so, and rally the 
freemen of the country, those who prefer the Con- 
stitution, its rights and liberties, to the abolition 
of slavery, you will have volunteers enough. Re- 
verse your course; let the President, military man 
that he is, give an order to eountermarch; let him 
| coumtermarch himself and get back to his original 
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I saw her with her five | here evidence that his Governor is sending his 
He had three or four hundred acres of land near || 
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i 
aslam. Gentlemen may say that is no better || 
than it should be. Butl say this: give them the || 
protection ofan army capable of taking possession | 
of the country and maintaining it, and then de- 
| clare to them that they shall have all their rights 
| under the Constitution, and they will speedily | 
return. ‘ 
There is in my town an interesting widow, 
whose husband was killed about twenty years 
ago by an explosion upon a steamboat. I was 
present when his remains were brought back to | 
my village and buried. 
orphan children going to his grave, a Niobe. 


position, declare it to the world, maintain it, ap- 
point men to the command of armies who will sus- 
tain it; let him put himself right in this respect, 
and my life for it, whenever he sounds the Ameri- 
can bugle for volunteers, they may not come from 
Massachusetts, but from the middle States and the 


| great West and the Southwest they will come up 


| like the stars of the sky and the sands of the sea- 


| shore. 


No wonder the Senator from Massachusetts 
should want the negroes emancipated. | have 


recruiting officers down to Fortress Monroe to re- 
cruit the contingent of Massachusetts among the 
‘‘contrabands’’ there. Lam informed second hand 


| from Colonel Spear that one of the Massachusetts 
from that time have been given up to the pay- || regiments in the batile of Blackwater, as well as 
mentof debts which her husband owed atthe time || one of the Pennsylvania regiments, refused to 


‘fight. Governor Andrew has got the proclama- 


|| Yon; the gentlemen have got their proclamation ; 
of cotton a year, which she supposed in her age || 
would go to her support and to the education of 


where are the ranks of Massachusetts's free white 
soldiers that were to crowd the roads to the battle- 
field and bring this war to such a sudden and suc- 
| cessful and glorious issue? We find this vaunting 


|| Fortress Monroe, and there, from the fugitive ne- 


| groes of Virginia and Maryland, endeavoring to 
recruit the residue of the Massachusetts contin- 

| gent to carry on this war. 

| Mr. SUMNER. I think the Senator is mis- 

| taken in his statement on that point. ‘The Senn- 

| tor, perhaps, is not aware that Governor Andrew 

| recently received an order from the Department 


| 
| 
| 
| 
|| Governor sending his reeruiting officers down to 
| 


of War to enroll negro regiments. 1 believe he 


i| is now engaged in that service. 


Mr. DAVIS. I shall be exceedingly glad to 
find myself mistaken, because I am unwilling to 
believe that Governor Andrew, or any other man, 
could be as bad and as degraded a man*as that 
course of conduct could make him; but here is 
what is said in in relation to it. U read from the 
correspondence of the New York Times, and that 
is a pretty good medium for the truth, | suppose, 
according to the views and judgment of ** Black 
Republicans:”’ 

** Fortress Monroe, February 3, 1863. 

* An authorization having been granted by the Govern- 


ment to Governor Andrew, of Massacliusetis, for the enlist- 
ment of colored nen” 


Mr. SUMNER. 

Mr. DAVIS— 
“as (United States soldiers, the latter has requested Mr. 
C. B. Wymer, superintendent of contrabands for this depart- 
| ment, to enlist such as desire it. Having obtained the con- 
| currence of General Dix, as military governor, Mr. Wymer 
|| immediately held out prospects of promotion in the biack 
| regiment to certain coimmissioned and non-commissioned 
|! officers here, and the result is a epirited reeruitment on the 
|| part of able men who will render good service. In this 
|| neighborhood, including Watof Norfolk, Suffolk, and York- 
| town, at least a battalion, and probably a regiment, will be 
| raised within a fortuight. The men will then be sent to 
| Washington and endued with biue coats and red unmet - 
tionables, as part of the Massachusetts contingent.” 

Now, if my honorable friend would just assume 
a pair of stars, or put two stars upon each shoul- 
der, and go down there, commence the recruit- 
ment of these contrabands, and then place him- 
|| self at their head, and charge right through and 
|| home to the enemy, and lure back victory to the 
| old stars and stripes, even at the head of a binck 
|| host, he would get some glory and make some 
|, atonement for his errors. 
| Mr.GRIMES. Will the Senator allow me to 
| make a suggestion? 
| Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 
| Mr.GRIMES. | anderstand from the tenor of 
the Senator’s remarks that his objections are not 
| 





That is it. 





i 
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to the character of troops who are to be raised by 
Governor Andrew, but to the fact that they are to 
be applied to fill out the quota of Massachusetts. 
Mr. DAVIS. Both. 
Mr. GRIMES. 


| 
| 
I understood the Senator to 
|| recommend that the Senator from Massachusetta 
‘| should put himself at the head of a brigade of that 
| description. 
| Mr. DAVIS. I would condemn him and his 
| command together. I want to get them together 
| in order that | may make the combination more 
i detestable. My honorable friend has read the elo- 
|| quent denunciation of Pitt against the employ- 
' ment of the Indians by the British Government 
| in the revolutionary war, There was a Colonel 
Barré—— 

Mr. GRIMES. They weve savages. 

Mr. WILMOT. These are Christian people. 
i) Mr. DAVIS. The negroes are reclaimed sav- 
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ages, and you want to put them in a position || 


where they will relapse into savageism again. 
Mr. GRIMES. rll me to suggest that it can- 
not be possible that this race, after they have been 


under the humanizing effects of ** the domestic in- || 


stitution’’asit isenjoyed by the State of Kentucky, 


ean be regarded in the same light with the savages | 


whose employment Lord Chatham denounced. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
San Domingo under the humanizing influence of 
the French; and yet when they reared success- 
fully the standard of insurrection, how soon did 
they degenerate into barbarism and into the most 
bloody and diabolical devils? 

Mr. GRIMES. I have heard the Senator allude 
to that subject before. Allow me to ask him, if 
he is familiar with the history of San Domingo, 
whether, in his opinion, greater atrocities were 
perpetrated upon the French inhabitants by the 
colored race than were perpetrated by the French 
inhabitants upon the colored race? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir; Ido think so; and I read 
the evidence here at the last session; and if the 
gentleman will just recur to a history of San Do- | 
mingo that is now in the Library, he will find it | 


all written; but since the gentleman is interroga- | 


ting me I will ask the same privilege of him. 
Mr. GRIMES. Certainly. 
Mr. DAVIS. 


which does he believe is in the best condition, the 


host of uncivilized and pagan negroes in Africa, i} 
or the negroes in the United States? Which is in | 


the best condition? I seem to have nonplussed 
the Senator, and I will go on. As he will not 
answer the question, I will answer it myself. 
[Laughter.] That host of eighty million true 


negroes who are in Africa are ina state of ex- || 
treme barbarism. I donot knowcertainly whether | 
suppose | 
they are. They are certainly in ignorance, in the | 


any of ahem are cannibals or not; but 


wani of intelligence, of moral cultivation, ‘of ma- 
terial comfort, of everything that can minister to 
the wants of a human being. They are certainly 


ina much lower and more degraded condition than | 


our slave negroes of the United States of America. 
Now, if the honorable Senator from Iowa, who 


is a great philanthropist, and who can scarcely | 
think of the negro and his wrongs and his enslaved | 
condition without shedding tears-—and that ises- | 


pecially the case with the honorable Senator from 

fassachusetts—if they want an ample field where 
they will have scope and verge enough to indulge 
all their philanthropy, and ail their efforts to re- 
claim a degraded, savage, ignorant, pagan people, 


let them go with Livingstone, and other travelers, | 


to Timbuctoo, or other portions of Africa, and 
there take possession of that most ample field. 
But, Mr. President, | was saying a word in re- 
lation to Colonel Barré, a member of the British 
Parliament. He had been an officer in the British 
army, but we have no history of him for his mil- 
itary service anywhere, and we have no civil his- 


tory of him except for a single speech that he 
made. 


Mr. SUMNER. 
try before that. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
served inthe French war, I presume. How many 
school-boys have declaimed and have warmed and 
become enthused in the declamation of that great 
philippic of his against the cruelty and inhuman- 
ity of the British Governmentin em loying the sav- 
ages against the colonists in the Amana war! 

“Mr. GRIMES. Because he only made one 
speech. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have heard of ** single speech 
Hamilton,’ and I suppose this was “ single speech 
Barré.”’ 

Mr. SUMNER. 
minutes long, 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senators from Iowa and 
Massachusetts had confined all their senatorial 
eloquence to as short and vehement and eloquent 
and true a denunciation of the employment of ne- 
groes in this war, they would have won more 
fame than they will ever achieve in their lifetime. 
I commend his example to them. 

But, Mr. President, 1 have gone off into a long 
digression. The gentlemen have amused them- 
wine with me, and I have endeavored to have 
some amusement with them. [Laughter.}. Lhope 
the amusement has been reciprocal. Atany rate, 
it has been entirely kind on my porte and | have 
uo dowbt em so on theirs. | dismise the || 


He had served in our coun- 


It was not more than five 


Hiow long were the negroes of | 


I ask the Senator from lowa, | 


He had won no laurels; he had | 


subject and them with my profound personal || 
respect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crank.) | 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator | 
from Massachusetts. 


' 

| 

resulted—yeas 11, nays 26; as follows; ] 
YEAS—Messrs. Fessenden, Grimes, Harlan, Lane of In- | 


|| Wilmot, and Wilson of Massachusetts—11. 
|| NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Arnold, Chandler, Clark, 
|| Cowan, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Foot, Foster 

|| Harris, Henderson, Howard, Howe, King, Latham, Mor- | 
}) rill, Nesmith, Powell, Sherman, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 

1 Wall, Willey, and Wilson of Missouri—26. 

|| _ So the amendment to the amendment was re- | 
? jected. 

|| Mr.POWELL, (atten minutes pastteno’clock, 
| p .m.) I move that the Senate do now adjourn, 
| iol on that question Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
| taken, resulted—yeas 9, nays 30; as ‘follows: 
I} YEAS—Messrs. Carlile, Davis, Harding, Kennedy, Pow- 
| ell, Sautsbury, ‘Turpie, Wali, and Wilson of Missouri—9. | 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Arnold, Chandler, Clark, 


| Harris, Henderson, Howard, Howe, King, Lane of Indiana, 
|| Lane ef Kansas, Latham, Morrill, Gomeroy, Rice, Sher. | 
|| man, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Willey, Wil- 

mot, and W ilson of Massachusetts—30. 


| So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
|| Mr. POWELL. al offer this amendment, asa 


new section: 


“And be it further enacted, That no part of the bonds in 

| this act mentioned, or any part of the money arising from 
{| the sale of said bonds, shall be used or appropriated tor any 
|| other purpose than for paying the slaveholders of Missouri 
|| for their slaves, or for the purpose of transporting or eolo- 
|| nizing the slaves sforesaid ; and no partof the bonds afore- 
|| said, or the money arising from the sale of the same, shall 
be used for paying salaries or providing machinery for the 
emancipation or colonization of the slaves aforesaid. 

I will state the reason why I desire to have this 
|| amendment adopted. In many schemes of this 
kind, where money is appropriated for a definite 
object, the fund is very much exhausted in pay- 
ing salaries to officials. I know that in connection 
| with this very subject of negroes, a great many 
|| persons here hold office and expect to make money 
out of the Government. It is so with the cotton 
business at Hilton Head. The sole effect of it, 
whether that be the object or not, is to put money 
in the pockets of miserable office-holders. I do 
not want any of this fund appropriated for any 
such purpose. I want itall, every dollar of it, to 
be appropriated for the purpose of paying the 
owners for their negroes, and their deportation 
and colonization. Let the State of Missouri fur- 
nish ail the machinery herself, eA salaries 
if she chooses todo so. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on my amendment. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope the amendment 
will be defeated. It provides for nothing at all. 
The Senator will see by examining the bill that 
the amount to be paid for each slave is limited, 

and the value of slaves is more than the amount 
limited in the bill; and therefore if any machinery 
is necessary the State must provide it, not you. 

Mr. POWELL. I want to put it beyond the 
possibility of doubt. Put it in the law, and then 
there can be no difficulty about it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 9, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Carlile, Davis, Hicks, Latham, Nes- 
mith, Powell, Rice, Wall, and Wilson of Missouri—9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony Amold, Chandler, Clark, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, 
Harris, Henderson Howard, Howe, te Lane of Indiana, 
Lane of Kansas, Morrill, Pomeroy Sherman, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Willey, W 
Massachusetts—28. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| Mr. POWELL. I desire now to address the 
|| Senate upon the main features of the bill. 
i 











ilmot, and Wilson of 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I suggest to the Senator 
from Kentucky whether he would not just as soon 
address the Senate upon the passage of the bill. 
Let us get it out of committee into the Senate. 

Mr. POWELL. . 1 am willing to get it out of 
committee if you want to do so. 

The bill was ted to the Senate. 

The P GQFFICER. The question 


Patt ght ty: ellt Gigli 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, || 


diana, Lane of Kansas, Pomeroy, Rice, Sumner, Wade, I] 

| the rights of the Statcs of this Union. 
Harding, 1] 

| 


|| several States. 


Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot Foster Grimes, Jarlan, it 
a! Shes > Hows wa. King 1 . || who claimed it under a power above the Consti- 


power to pass this bill; and he made some refer- 


|. 
is on concurring in the amendment made as jg 


‘| Committee of the Whole. 
| Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, there perhap 


|| never was submitted to the Senate of the Unite? 


| States a more grave or more important subject 
than the one which is now presented. It js q 
| measure that, in the judgment of myself and 
| many others, is directly in violation of the Con. 
| stitution of the United States, and destructive of 
It is 8 
measure that I believe has been condemned b 
the party platforms of all 


arties in this coun. 
try, from the days of Mr. 


| efferson to this time, 

I know of no class of politicians who have main. 
| tained that the Congress of the United States had 

the right or the power to interfere with the local 
| institutions of the States. In the various agita- 

tiens of the subject of slavery through which 
this country has passed for many years back, no 
party organization has claimed the constitutional 
power to interfere with this institution in the 
There is but one class of politi- 


|| cians that ever claimed this power, and they were 


| a class of miserable, crazy, one-ideaed fanatics, 


tution. They were aclass of people, insignificant 
in numbers, distempered in brain, who were vile 
and wicked. agitators and disturbers of the publie 
topes and who claimed that they were governed 
»y a law above and higher than the Constitution 
of the country. It affords me pleasure to state 
that that class of people heretofore have been 
few. The Republican party since its accession 
to power seems fully to have embraced this de- 
structive and revolutionary dogma. The Repub- 
lican party, in none of its party platforms as far 
as lam od these, ever claimed this power. So far 
from claiming it, they gepreaaty repudiated it in 
the Chicago platform: What is left of the Repub- 
lican party, following the lead of the President, 
have abandoned the part of their platform to 
which I have alluded, and fully embraced the 
higher law doctrine. 

Before I proceed to that point I will ask the 
Senators who advocate this bill, as they have been 
frequently asked by those who have spoken in 
the Opposition, to point me to the clause in the 
Constitution that authorizes its passage. I do not 
suppose there is any Senator here who will claim 
that we can exercise powers not delegated to us by 
the Constitution. We are the creatures of the Con- 
stitution. We derive all our powers from it; and 
those who claim the right to exercise power, when 
challenged, should show the warrantin the Consti- 
tution. No Senator has pointed to the clause in the 
Constitution that would authorize the passage of 
this bill. ‘The Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Hen- 
DERSON,] who made a very elaborate speech on 
this subject some days since, did not claim that 
he had any constitutional warrant for its ore 
No Senator who has advocated this bill has con- 
descended to point to the clause in the Constitu- 
tion that warranted its passage. As far as [ am 
advised they claim that they have it under the 
war power. I think the honorable Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Trumsvtt] claimed it under the war 
power. The honorable Senator from Missouri, 
in the elaborate speech that he made, to which | 
have alluded, intimated, though he did not claim 
it, that perhaps we had the right under the war 


ence toa speech made by John Quincy Adams 
in the other end of this Capitol many years ago. 
It is unnecessary, Mr. President, for me to fur- 
ther notice the constitutional objection. We have 
demanded over and over again that those Sena- 
tors who advocate the pas of this bill should 
point us to the warrant in the Constitution that 
authorizes it. My colleague has shown, in some 
very pointed remarks that he made in the early 
part of the evening, that it was utterly unconsti- 
tutional. His positions have not been contro- 
verted; they cannot be successfully controverted. 
In order to carry out this measure we find the Sen- 
ate of the United States ready to enter up a sol- 
emn decree to do that which the Constitution of 
your country does not authorize, Sir, that isa 
strange spectacle to me. J thougit that we were 
all bound by that instrument. I thoughtit wasa 
law unto us; before taking our seats we swore at 
your desk to support it. Believing in the abliga- 
tion ‘ote witch for one, cannotand ane cast 
o ann ich in m udgment is in violation o 
bet Guact aieaaee Senators ean think of it 


. 








